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LONDON, AUGUST 23, 1873. 
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In THE COURSE OF THE LEGAL YEAR beginning on the 2nd 
November, 1872, the Court of Chancery has held sittings 
on 881 days, and hasdisposed of 6,401 matters of various 
descriptions brought before it. 

The Lord Chancellor sat alone on 25 days in his own 
Court, besides 74 days on which he sat for the Master of 
the Rolls. On those 25 days he disposed of 13 appeals, 
4 motions, and 2 petitions. His Lordship also sat with 
the Lords Justices 51 days, when 28 appeals, 25 appeal 
motions, 2 petitions, and 6. original motions were dis- 
posed of. The Lords Justices sat on 113 days and heard 
58 appeals, 58 appeal motions, 7 appeal and other 
petitions, and 15 original motions. They also heard 3 
appeals from the Stannaries Court, and 3 from the 
Court of Chancery of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
and 6 motions for a decree. 

The Master of the Rolls sat in person on 94 days, and 
by the Lord Chancellor, as before stated, on 74 days, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins on 177 days, Vice-Chan- 
cellor Bacon on 172 days, and Vice-Chancellor Wickens, 
by himself or Lord Justice James, on 175 days. 
At the sittings on these several days the Courts dis- 
posed of 14 appeals from County Courts, 5 pleas, 
61 demurrers, 25 exceptions, 951 motions for a decree, 
110 causes, 6 rehearings, 17 special cases, 583 further 
considerations, 107 petitions under the Companies Acts, 
2,159 other petitions, 1,542 special motions, 280 matters 
adjourned from chambers, and 311 motions of course. 

Vice-Chancellor Bacon, besides his Chancery work, 
was occupied several days in the Court of Bankruptcy. 

The total number of matters disposed of in Court was 
297 less than in the previous year, the whole of which 
difference is to be attributed to the falling off in the 
amount of work done by the Rolls Court, the difference 
between the work of that Court in the two years amount- 
ing to no less than 410 matters disposed of. 

The sittings of all the Courts numbered 35 more 
days than in the previous year. 

These statistics do not, of course, include any of the 
work performed by the judges at chambers, which has 
been during this year exceedingly heavy, and which we 
anticipate will be found far beyond anything ever before 
accomplished. 

The number of causes on the books at the beginning 
of the year was, so far as we have been able to ascertain, 
547, and up to the 9th of August there are on the books 
531 causes, the greater part of which are ripe for 
hearing, with a prospective addition of at least 100 more 
during the Vacation. This only applies to the Courts 
of the Master of the Rolls, and the three Vice-Chan- 
cellors, ‘There appear to be only 15 appeals set down 
in the appeal cause book. 








A curious rornt with respect to the position of counsel 
ovcurred the other day at the Leeds Assizes. Aman was 
charged with rape, but acquitted, and he then charged 
the prosecutrix with perjury. At the preliminary hear- 
ing of the charge of perjury before the stipendiary 





magistrate at Leeds some difficulty occurred in proving 
the statement made by the woman at the trial. A mem- 
ber of the bar being present who had taken a note at the 
trial, in the absence of the counsel for the defence on his 
brief, the attorney for the prosecution communicated 
with him, and he thereupon was called as a witness, 
produced his notes, and was examined. The stipendiary 
magistrate committed the prisoner for trial, and bound 
over the learned counsel to give evidence at the assizes. 
At the trial the learned counsel was called, and gave evi- 
dence, refreshing his memory from the note he had taken. 
It appeared on the trial that some discussion had taken 
place on the circuit as to the propriety of counsel appear- 
ing as witnesses in cases in which they had taken a part. 
Honyman, J., said that the course adopted by the counsel 
in question was obviously taken with perfect bona fides 
and without any unworthy motives, but he expressed it 
as his opinion that it was ill-judged, inasmuch as it 
would certainly be a very inconvenient thing if members 
of the bar could be called on to give evidence under such 
circumstances. 

There can be no doubt that there are many ob- 
jections to such a course being adopted. The notes 
of counsel are not taken for the purpose of being after- 
wards used as evidence of what took place, but for the 
purpose of assisting the person taking them in the con- 
duct of the case. Moreover, the counsel engaged in a 
case on one side is no doubt biassed to some extent, and 
this might unconsciously in some cases affect his con- 
struction of what a witness said. It must be remem- 
bered that a counsel’s note cannot in the nature of things 
be a verbatim report of everything said like that of a 
short-hand writer. It can often only give the substance 
of what the counsel supposes the witness to mean. 
Then, again, if counsel on one side can be called, the 
counsel on the other could be called if any note had been 
taken and it differed, as might be the case if there were 
a junior counsel for the prosecution. It would hardly be 
a desirable thing that the spectacle should be afforded to 
the public of the testimonies of the two counsel on either 
side of a case set in opposition, and made the subject of 
comments as to character and motives and so forth. 

It may be said on the other hand that counsel have no 
peculiar privilege in lawin such a case, that the interests 
of justice are involved, and that it would be a hardship 
on an innocent man whose character might depend in 
the particular case upon the successful prosecution of a 
perjurer, that the case should break down and the 
guilty go unpunished because the only person who could 
prove the case was debarred from coming forward by a 
professional etiquette on the subject. There is more, 
perhaps, to be said for this view of the question than 
most barristers would be willing to allow; but it never- 
theless seems to us, on the whole, that the reasons which 
militate against counsel’s appearing in the witness-box 
considerably preponderate. It must be remembered that 
the case above referred to, in which the question arose, 
was a peculiar case in some respects; butif the rule 
against barristers being witnesses in cases in which they 
have been concerned be not made a universal one, it 
could hardly exist at all, and the existence of the oppo- 
site practice would have a much wider application than 
to a case of the same kind as that which we have made 
the subject of these observations. 





A DECISION OF SOME IMPORTANCE With regard to the law 
of marine insurance was recently pronounced by the Court 
of Common Pleas in the case of Cator v. The Great Wes- 
tern Insurance Company of New York (reported 21 W. R. 
850). Theinsurance was upon “1,711 packages teas,” valued 
at the sum insured, viz., 31,000 dollars, at and from New 
York to London. The usual perils were enumerated, 
and there was a special warranty in the following terms : 
—‘* Warranted free from damage or injury from damp- 
ness, change of flavour, or being spotted, discoloured, 
musty or mouldy, except caused by actual contact of sea 
water with the articles damaged, occasioned by sea perils; 
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in case of partial loss by sea, damage to dry goods” 
(which, it was agreed, did not include tea), “ cutlery, or 
other hardware, the loss shall be ascertained by a separa- 
tion and sale of the portion only of the contents of the 
packages so damaged, and not otherwise; and the same 
practice shall obtain as to all other merchandise as far as 
practicable.” The ship met with heavy weather, and 449 
of the packages of tea were damaged by actual contact 
with sea water. The remainder arrived sound and unin- 
jured. It appears that tea is an article of so delicate a 
character that if a part of a shipment is known to have 
been damaged by contact with sea water a suspicion is 
created which prejudices the value of the remainder. 
When teas are sold they are usually sold in the 
order of the consecutive numbers marked on 
the packages, and if the numbers are broken or some 
of the chests are marked as damaged, as was the 
case in the present instance, it becomes known that 
part of the shipment has been injured by sea water. The 
result was that the undamaged portion of the tea 
fetched much less than it would otherwise have done. 
The plaintiffs sought to treat the depreciation in value 
of the uninjured tea as damage resulting from perils of 
the sea. It was urged that the insurance was upon the 
whole shipment of teas as an entirety, and that though, 
physically speaking, the sound teas were divisible from 
the unsound, commercially speaking it was not so, and 
practically the whole shipment had been injured by sea 
water, not only to the extent of the damage of the in- 
jured portion, but also of the depreciation in value of 
the remainder. It was urged, on the other side, that 
even supposing the special warranty had not existed in 
the case, and the policy had been an ordinary Lloyd’s 
policy, the damage claimed could not have been recovered, 
on the ground that the perils of the sea were not the 
proximate cause of the damage to the sound portion of 
the tea in accordance with the well-known maxim 
of law, causa proxima non remota spectatur, and 
that with the special warranty the case was still more 
clear, inasmuch as it contemplated division of even a 
single package, when part was injured and part not, and @ 
fortiori it could not be contended that where the goods 
were in different packages all the shipment should be 
treated as an entirety. The Court, after time taken for 
consideration, gave judgment for the defendants on 
grounds which are, apparently, applicable to the case of an 
ordinary Lloyd’s policy, though still more cogent in a 
case where there was a special warranty like that under 
discussion. There can be little doubt of the soundness of 
the decision, though it involves some hardship on the 
assured. The latter are substantially injured by the 
perils insured against, in the sense that if the sea peril 
had not occurred they would not have been injured, but 
this is only what may be said in any case where the 
maxim causa proxima non remota spectatur applies. A 
contrary decision would have opened the door to claims 
for consequential damage which it would be impossible 
for underwriters to foresee and take into account in esti- 
mating the risk they are undertaking. 





Tue uesuLt oy THE xELection of merabers of the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society is that the re- 
tiring members have been re-elected and, with two ex- 
ceptions, the candidates named by the Council in their 
circular have been placed at the board. The two gentle- 
men not mentioned in that circular who have been 
elected are both country members, and we note with 
special satisfaction that the point we have always urged 
of keeping the ion of country members of Council 
at one fourth of the whole body has thus been secured. 

We could hardly suppose that the step recently taken 
by the Council would pass without notice, and we are 
giad to observe that a resolution is to be moved at the 
next general meeting of the Society affirming that it is 
desirable that all future elections of Council should be 
conducted without any circulation by the Council of 
selected lists of candidates, It seems not unlikely that one 





' Assurances; 6. 





orother of the committees who have taken somuch interest 
in the revision of the bye-laws will require that a special 
general meeting of the Society should be convened ag 
soon as the vacation draws to a close for the purpose of 
considering and adopting some resolution which may 
place on record in an unequivocal manner the opinion of 
the members in general on the subject, and prevent the 
recurrence of any attempt by the governing body to 
influence the periodical elections. It will much simplify 
the issue and secure, if not a unanimous, at least a large 
majority, if the moderate terms of the resolution of 
which notice has been given be adopted, and a direct 
censure of the proceedings of the Council be avoided. 





THE ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association is fixed to commence on 
the 21st of October. This year the members are to assem- 
ble at Birmingham, and the law society of that town have 
appointed a committee to make the local arrangements, 
From the prosperity and energy which happily charac. 
terise the Birmingham Law Society we may augur a very 
successful gathering. It is scarcely necessary to point 
out that rarely, if ever, have questions presented them- 
selves for discussion of the importance of those which 
are now before the profession, and it is much to be hoped 
that members of the Association will contribute papers 
on any subject in which they may be specially interested, 
The topics suggested for papers appear to include all the 
leading legal questions of the day, but it must be borne 
in mind that the list is intended to be suggestive only 
and not restrictive. The following are the subjects 
mentioned in the list:—1. The proposed amalgamation 
of the two London Law Societies; 2. Legal Education— 
proposed General School of Law; 3. Amalgamation of 
the two Branches of the Legal Profession; 4. Land ‘Titles 
and Transfer—Lord Selborne’s Bill; 5. Registration of 
Judicature—the Supreme Court; 7. 
Assizes and Circuits; 8. County Courts; 9. Juries; 
10. Minister of Justice and Public Prosecutors; 11, 
Bankruptcy Law; 12. Married Women’s Property; 
13. Law of Evidence—Sir J. D. Coleridge’s Bill; 14. 
Law of Patents. 





THE LIABILITY OF THE PAST MEMBERS OF A 
LIMITED COMPANY IN LIQUIDATION. 


It is remarkable that an enactment, at the first glance 
apparently so clear as the 38th section of the Companies’ 
Act, 1862, should prove, on examination and experience, 
to be so full of difficulties. In its apparent clearness, 
however, is probably to be found the ultimate reason for 
its actual obscurity. The Legislature has in fact in this 
clause attempted to deal in one sentence with the liabili- 
ties of two classes of contributories in respect of three 
classes of obligations; and thus, dealing in one breath 
with six different liabilitics, some of which are mutually 
dependent and variable inter sc, it has raised questions 
which it has not determined, and left points open to 
attack in every direction. In discussing the various 
questions which arise upon the construction of this 
section, it will be convenient to dea] in the first instance 
with those which concern the position of the two classes 
of contributories as regards each other, and then with 
such as concern the various creditors of the company. 
The nature of the subject, however, will not allow these 
to be kept so entirely distinct as might for perspicuity 
be desirable. 

Adopting, then, the ordinary phraseology in which the 
present members of the company atthe date of the winding: 
up order are termed the A contributories, and those who 
have ceased to be members within a year before the com- 
mencement of the winding-up, the B contributories; 
the following rules are from the 38th section and the 
general scope of the Act reasonably clear, and are, at any 
rate, firmly established by authority, First, a B conty- 
butory does not stand behind his A contributory in the 
form of a surety for such contributions as the A com- 
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tributory does not pay; and consequently a compromise 
entered into with the A contributory, whether with or 
without a special reservation of rights as against his B 
contributory, does not operate to release the B contri- 
putory in any way from liability. This is the effect of 
Hudson’s case (19 W. R. 691, L. R. 12 Eq. 1); Nevill’s 
case (19 W. R. 36, L. R. 6 Ch. 43); and Helbert v. 
Banner (20 W. R. 63, L. R. 5 H. L. 28). For our pre- 
sent purpose this concerns us only in this way: that a 
B contributory is not a surety for his A contributory in 
such way as to be liableto make good his A contributory’s 
default in paying up any call that is made upon him. 
The result of it is the second rule, that every individual 
Acontributory is to be exhausted before any B contri- 
butory is called upon. In the first instance, an A con- 
tributory’s default must be made good by the other A 
contributories. It is only when all the A contributories 
are exhausted that the liability of the B contributories 
commences. A third rule, and one which is often of 
great importance, is that as between B contributories 
who have ceased to be members at different dates, 
there is no equity on the part of B contributories of 
earlier date to insist on those of later date being ex- 
hausted before they are called on. Upon the exhaustion 
of the A contributories, all the B contributories become 
simultaneously liable to be called upon, subject to this 
fourth rule; that, as between successive transferees of 
the same shares, a transferee of later date must be ex- 
hausted, before the liability of an earlier transferee com- 
mences. It may be assumed, although there is no direct 
authority upon the subject, that the provisions for the 
adjustment of the rights of the contributories amongst 
themselves require that, in calling upon the B contri- 
butories, those whose corresponding A contributories are 
most largely in default shall first be called upon to pay, 
and that these calls shall be regulated in such manner as 








contracted, are, as against the company and its assets 
(including all contributions to its assets made by past 
members), similar and equal, or, in other words, that 
such creditors are not divisible into classes with different 
rights against different funds; and, as a necessary con- 
sequence, that there is neither occasion nor room for any 
marshalling of assets between them.” So much the 
House of Lords has, in Webb v. Whifin, finally decided, 
but it has decided no more; and there is no room for 
denying that the points, for the determination of which 
re-hearings by the Full Court of Appeal of Brett's case 
(19 W. R. 517, 687, L. R. 6 Ch. 800), and Morris’ case 
(20 W. R. 25, L. R.7 Ch. 200) were allowed, were not 
concluded by the House of Lords. At the same time, in 
Webb v. Whiffin, there were made by some of the noble 
and learned lords who advised the House observations 
of such a character as to render the re-hearing of the 
two cases to which we have referred unavoidable; al- 
though it turns out, contrary, as we believe, to the 
gencral expectation of the profession, that the Court of 
Appeal have, in fact (except as regards the point actually 
concluded by Webb v. Whifin), affirmed the decisions 
upon which that case was supposed to have thrown dis- 
credit, 

It is unnecessary to recapitulate here the facts upon 
which these cases turned. We may assume them to be 
in the recollection of our readers, and a reference to the 
reports of the former hearings (Brett's case, 19 W. 517, 
687, L. R. 6 Ch. 800; Morris’ case, 20 W. R. 25, L. R. 
7 Ch. 200) will give that which memory may fail to 
supply. It will be sufficient to state that in both cases 
the question practically at issue was this. When the 
assets of a company in liquidation are insufficient to dis- 
charge its debts and liabilities and the costs of the 
winding-up, without recourse to past members, is the 


; limit of the liability of the past members (as measured 


that the amount paid upon all the shares respectively | by the debts in respect of which, under section 38, sub- 


shall be gradually equalised. But when to this duty of 
equalising the amounts paid there be added that which 
we shall presently have occasion to discuss, of measuring 
each B contributory’s liability by the amount of certain 
debts; and, further, that of treating each B contributory’s 
contribution when received as distributed, for the pur- 
pose of estimating the amount of those debts re- 
maining undischarged, among the debts in respect of 
which that particular B contributory is’ liable; we find 
our minds lost in a maze of arithmetical problems, of 
which, we venture to affirm, that not only would they tax 
an actuary to the utmost, but that the data are in- 
sufficient to allow of their solution at all. Dismissing, 
however, this question, which, for its proper discussion, 
would require illustration by figures and calculations, 
for which our columns are not adapted, we may pass on 
to those points with which we are here more particularly 
concerned. 

Assuming, then, the A contributories to be exhausted, 
the questions affecting the B contributories range them- 
selves under two principal heads—viz,, first, the quantum 
of the contributions that can be required from them; 
and, secondly, the mode of application of their contribu. 
tions when received. Taking the second of these ques- 
tions first, as having been definitively decided by the 
House of Lords in Webb v. Whifin (L. R. 5 H. L. 711), 
We find the result of that decision to have been that B 
contributions are not to be applied preferentially or 
exclusively to B debts, but that they form part of the 
general assets of the company applicable for payment 
of all debts of the company alike, irrespective of the 
dates at which they may have been contracted. Two 
points may be taken to be settled by the decision—first, 
that the B contributory’s liability “is a liability to con- 
tribute to the general assets of the company in the event 
of its being wound up, and not a liability to contribute 
to a fund appropriated (so far as creditors are concerncd) 

the payment of any particular debts of the com: 
pany; and, secondly, that the rights of creditors of the 
Company, at whatever time their debts may havo been 





section 2, they are liable to be called upon for contribu- 
tion), to be taken to be regulated by the amount of such 
debts at the date of the winding-up order, or by their 
amount at the time the B call is made? This one ques- 
tion presented itself in the two cases in different aspects, 
First, in both Brett's case and Morris’ case, in this way: 
The rule which requires the assets of the company, in- 
cluding the A contributions, to be first applied part 
passu in payment of all the debts of the company 
having been complied with, is the limit of the B 
contributories’ liability to be taken to be measured by 
the residuum of such debts after writing off from them 
the amount of dividends already paid upon them, or to 
be measured by the full amount of the debts.as they 
stood at the commencement of the winding up, as if no 
dividends had been paid? Secondly, in Bret#’s case, in 
this way: If, subsequently to the commencement of the 
winding up, the B debts, or some of them, have been 
released by the creditors or paid off by some person, 
whether a stranger to the company or a contributory, is 
the liability of the B contributories to be treated as pro 
tanto diminished, or as released altogether if all the B 
debts have been thus disposed of The Court of Appeal 
had at the original hearing decided that in both cases the 
amount of the B debts at the time of the call, not their 
amount at the date of the winding up, was the true 
measure of liability ; that both the dividends paid by the 
A contributories on the one hand, and any sums paid or 
discharged in respect of the B debts by any person on 
the other, must be taken into account for the benefit of 
the B contributories, and that their liability must be 
determined solely with reference to the actual amount of 
the debts in existence at the time they were called upon 
to contribute in respect of them. Notwithstanding the 
result of Webb v. Whigin, these decisions have again 
been adopted and affirmed by the Full Court. 

Now, in commenting upon the result of these re- 
hearings, it must be conceded that the rights of the 
creditors of a company as against the past members are 
not the result of any contract either between the past 
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members and the company, or the past members and the 
creditors of the company. The creditor's right is to look 
to the fund created by the Act; the contributory’s lia- 
bility is a liability to contribute to that fund. The sole 
question is, of what does the statute provide that that 
fund shall consist? This is a question to be determined 
from the 38th section of the Act, and for its determina- 
tion the Lord Chancellor founded his judgment on con- 
siderations “ of reason, justice, and equity.” Regarding 
the matter from this point of view, and setting aside for 
the present that which was said with respect to the lia- 
bility of the B contributories in respect of the costs of the 
winding up, the ratio decidendi of his Lordship’s judg- 
ment is to be found in this, that reason, justice, and 
equity require that, when the question of contribution 
arises as to past members, no debt or liability of the 
company shall be regarded or taken into account for any 
purpose whatever, directly or indirectly, except such of 
the debts and liabilitics contracted before the time when 
the past members left the company as shall at that time 
constitute part ,of the indebtedness of the company. 
“To swell the amount of that indebtedness by the ficti- 
tious process of treating as then due and unpaid any 
part of the original amount of those debts and liabilities 
which might have been previously satisfied by dividends 
out of the property in hand or by the contributions of 
past members, or any part thereof which might have 
been previously released or extinguished—to do this, as 
it necessarily would be done, for the sole purpose of in- 
creasing the dividends of those other creditors whose 
debts were contracted after these past members had left 
the company would, as it seems to me, be a violation 
both of the letter and of the spirit of the 2nd sub-section. 
It would be introducing for the benefit of the subse- 
quent creditors, and to the prejudice of the past 
members, that principle of marshalling which (when 
proposed to be introduced for the benefit of the prior 
creditors) was excluded by the decision of the House of 
Lords in Webb v. Whiffin.” In these words is, as we 
conceive, contained the whole gist and foundation of the 
judgment. The position is one which requires careful 
examination and consideration for the due appreciation 
of its true bearing. In our judgment the effect of the 
decision will, in fact, be the very reverse of that which 
these words contemplate ; but this is a point upon which 
we must reserve for a separate article such observations 
as we have to offer. 


(To be continued.) 








MORTGAGES OF LEASEHOLDS INCLUDING 
FIXTURES. 
A bankruptcy case of some importance relating toa 


point which has recently received considerable attention | 


came before the Lords Justices a few days before the 
close of their sittings. The point arose under the 
Bills of Sale Act, and raised the question whether a 
mortgage of leasehold premises, in which trade fixtures 
have been put up by the tenant, requires registra. 
tion as a bill of sale. On the one hand, the late Lord 
Chancellor Hatherley, when Vice-Chancellor, held in 
Boyd +. Shorrock (16 W. BR. 102, L. R. 5 Eq. 72), in 
which case the mortgage was carried out by an assign- 
ment of the premises for the residue of the term, and 
also of the tenant's fixtures, there being no separate 
witnessing part as to the fixtures and apparently no ex- 
press power of selling the fixtures apart from the land, 
that the mortgage did not require registration, on 
the ground that the fixtures passed by the assign- 
ment as part of, or as incident to, the demised pre- 
mises, It is to be observed that in Boyd v. Shorrock the 
Vice-Chancellor followed his own decision in Mather v. 
Froser (4 W. ¥. 387,2 K. & J. 536), without taking 
notice of the fact that in Mather v. Fraser the mortgage 
was of the fee simple, although in the latter case he ex- 
pressly took notice of the fact that fixtures cannot be 
taken in execution under a fi, fa. against the owner of the 





fee (Wynn v. Ingleby, 5 B. & Ald. 625), although tenant’ s 
fixtures may under a fi. fa. against the tenant (Poole’s cage, 
1 Salk. 368). On the other hand Malins, V.C., in Begbie y, 
Fenwick (19 W. R. 402), held that where the mortgage 
was by assignment of the term and the deed assigned 
the fixtures by a separate witnessing part, registration 
was necessary; and more recently the Court of Queen’g 
Bench, in Hawtrey v. Butlin (21 W. R. 633, L. R. 8 Q. B, 
290), held that where the mortgage contained a demise 
of the premises for the residue of the term, less a day, and 
also an assignment of the fixtures, in such a case the 
mortgage came within the Bills of Sale Act, and was void 
unless registered. In the last-mentioned case it will be 
observed that the fixtures would not have passed abso-: 
lutely by the demise of the leasehold premises, but only 
the enjoyment thereof as part of the demised premises 
during the term demised ; and that therefore the fixtures 
required an express assignment in order to pass them; 
and that, there being thus an assignment of the fixtures, 
apart from the dealing with the term, the case clearly 
fell within the Bills of Sale Act. In both cases, the 
decision in Boyd v. Shorrock was disapproved of, though 
the latter case does not seem necessarily inconsistent 
with it. 

In Ex parte Daglish, in re Wilde, the case we have 
mentioned as having been recently decided by the Lords 
Justices, the mortgage deed contained a demise of leasehold 
premises, including thefixtures, nominatims, forthe residue 
of a term of 999 years, less one day, and the deed contained 
a power to sell the tenant’s fixtures apart from the land; 
and it was held by their Lordships that the mortgage re- 
quired registration undertheAct. Lord Justice James held 
that the case was governed by Begbie v. Fenwick and 
Hawtrey v. Butlin; but it does not appear that he ex- 
pressed any opinion as to whether Boyd v. Shorrock was 
rightly decided or not. Lord Justice Mellish agreed in 
the dissent expressed in Hawtrey v. Butlin and Begbie 
vy. Fenwick from the decision in Boyd v. Shorrock; and 
pointed out that in the case of a mortgage of freeholds, 
in which case it was admitted that registration was not 
necessary, the fixtures on the mortgaged property 
formed part of the freehold, whereas, in the case of 
leasehold premises, the fixtures were the property of 
the tenant and not of the frecholder, and thus, not 
in point of law, part and parcel of the land. The 
actual decision in Ex parte Daglish, re Wilde, does 
not carry the matter much, if at all, beyond the decision 
in Hawtrey v. Butlin ; and as regards the case of 
Begbie v. Fenwick, it may be observed that inasmuch 
as the fixtures were assigned separately from the term, 
it is reasonable to assume, though it does not appear 
from the report, that the deed contained a power to sell 
the fixtures apart from the land. The principle, how- 
ever, upon which the Vice-Chancellor proceeded in that 
case appears to have been that the fact that the fixtures 
were assigned by a separate witnessing part showed 
an intention to deal with the fixtures apart from the land, 
If, however, the fixtures would have passed by a simple 
assignment of the term without any mention of the fix. 
tures, it would seem difficult to say that the addition of 
words which would not alter (independently of the Bills 
of Sale Act) the legal effect of the deed, could have the 
effect of bringing the deed within the purview of the 
Act, if otherwise, the deed would not have come 
within it. 


This much, at least, may be inferred from the decisions, 
viz., that where the mortgage deed, by express words, gives 
a power of dealing with trade fixtures, which would nob 
be acquired by the mortgagee simply by an assignment 
or demise of the term without any mention of fixtures, 
in such a case the instrument requires registration. 
Now, it is conceived that a mortgage by assignment, 
with an ordinary power of sale of the leasehold premises, 
would not enable the mortgagee to sell the trade fixtures 
apart from the land, and thus to bréak up the security. 
It therefore may be inferred that wherever the mortgage’ 
deed, even though the mortgage of the land be by 
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assignment of the term, gives a power to sell the fixtures 
apart from the land, there the mortgage deed requires 
tion. 

But the question still remains, are we to regard 
Boyd v. Shorrock as overruled, and say generally that 
where the mortgage is by assignment, and contains no 
separate witnessing part assigning the fixtures, and 
there is no power given to sell the fixtures apart from 
the land, the deed requires registration under the Act? 

We think that, having regard to the purpose of the 
Bills of Sale Act, as well as its terms, this question must 
be answered in the affirmative. Every assignment or 
other assurance of “personal chattels” is a bill of sale 
within the Act, and “ personal chattels”’ include “ fixtures” 
(section 7). Again, the Act was passed for the protection 
of creditors, and therefore it is reasonable to conclude that 
whatever creditors can seize under a fi. fa. was meant to 
be within it. Now, as we pointed out above, a creditor 
can seize a tenant’s fixtures under a fi. fa. against him, 
although he could not seize fixtures under a fi. fa. 
against the owner of the freehold. This seems to be the 
gist of the remark of Mellish, L.J., noticed above, and 
the neglect of the distinction in Boyd v. Shorrock very 
much detracts from its authority, and entitles us to 
regard the later cases, though not dealing with precisely 
the same state’ of facts as Wood, V.C., had before him 
in Boyd v. Shorrock, as in effect overruling that decision. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
Reticious Epvcation or INFANTs. 
Andrews v. Salt, L.J., 21 W. R. 616, L. R. 8 Ch. 622. 


“There can be no question,” said Lord Hatherley in 
Hill v. Hill (10 W. R. 401), ‘as to the primd facie right 
of the father to control the religious education of his 
children, and to have his wishes listened to with singular 
attention—with an attention indeed which will over- 
bear every other consideration, but that of the actual 
welfare of the child. This charge of providing for the 
religious instruction and bringing up of his child... . 
isa duty which this Court, to a certain extent, will 
prevent him from abdicating.” He cannot conclusively 
abdicate it beforehand by agreement with the mother 
that the child shall be educated in her religion; such an 
agreement is not binding either at law or in equity. But 
by neglecting to assume the parental duty of educating 
his child, the father may lose the right to direct the 
religion in which it shall be brought up. If he allows 
the child to be brought up by other persons, and it is 
the manifest interest of the child not to be removed 
from the custody in which it has been placed, the father 
will not be permitted capriciously to interfere, and to 
femove the child from the course of education it has 
hitherto pursued (see Lyons v. Blenkin, Jacob, 245). 

After the father’s death, the general rule is that the 
Court or any persons having the guardianship of a child 
must “ have sacred regard to the religion of the father in 
dealing with the child, and, unless under very special 
circumstances, it is the duty of any guardian who has 
the charge of the child, it is the duty of this Court in 
controlling the conduct of such guardian, to see that the 
child is brought up in the religious faith of its father” 
(Hawksworth v. Hawksworth, 19 W.R. 736). Where, 
therefore, the father during his lifetime has not “ abdi- 
cated” his duty of directing the education of his child, 
the Court after his death “cannot refuse to order the 
child to be educated in the religion of its father, because 
it thinks that the child would be more happy and con- 
tented and possibly be better provided for by its 
mother’s relations.” But in this case also the father may 
80 act during his lifetime as to deprive himself of the right 

directing by his will in what religion his child shall be 
educated. In considering whether the father has lost 
this right, it appears that a promise made by him to the 
mother before marriage that the child shall be educated 










in her religion is a circumstanee to which “ weight, and, 
perhaps, great weight ought to be attached.” 

In Andrews v. Salt the father died nine months after 
the birth of the child, and the child from its birth was, 
together with its mother, supported by the mother’s 
relations. The Court came to the conclusion on the 
evidence that the father promised the mother before 
marriage that he would allow any girls they might have 
to be educated as Protestants, and that the father (who 
at the time was very ill) did not express to the mother 
his wish that the infant should be baptized as a Catholic 
or take any active steps to prevent it from being bap- 
tized as a Protestant. But by his will he expressly 
directed that his children should be baptized and brought 
up as members of the Roman Catholic Church, and 
appointed his brother the guardian of his children for 
the execution of that request. Whether, under these cir- 
cumstances, and supposing preceedings to have beentaken 
by the guardian immediately after the death of the father 
to have the child delivered to his custody, the father 
would have been held to have lost his right to direct the 
religion in which his child should be educated, may 
possibly be doubtful. But the guardian appointed by 
the will gave no notice to the mother that the father had 
directed the child to be brought up as a Catholic, and 
took no steps to assert his authority as guardian for 
more than eight years after the father’s death, and 
during all this time the child lived with her mother and 
was supported by her mother’s relatives. Under these 
circumstances the Court held that, altogether apart from 
the religious question, a guardian who had acted in this 
way ought to be restrained from exercising his legal 
powers ; but they added that as the promise made by 
the father had in fact been carried out without objection 
or serious opposition until the child was nearly nine 
years old, both father and guardian must be held by 
their conduct to have lost the right of requiring the 
child to be removed from the custody of the mother’s 
relatives for the purpose of being educated as a Roman 
Catholic. 


Costs or APPEAL. 
Christie v. Christie, L.C. and L.J.M., 21 W. RB, 493, 
L. R. 8 Ch. 499. 

This decision establishes a well-defined exception to 
the present rule in the Court of Chancery as to costs 
of appeal. Exceptions for scandal, which had been dis- 
allowed by the Court below, were allowed on appeal; 
and Lord Selborne C., and Mellish, L.J., founding their 
decision on Hx parte Simpson (15 Ves. 476), gave the 
successful party all the costs of the exceptions, including 
the costs of appeal as between solicitor and client. 








Very Disaprorntine.—The London correspondent of the 
Manchester Guardian is responsible for the following :—One 
curious result of the recent changes of offices by members 
of the Government has occasioned some perturbation to a 
gentleman not unknown in the courts at Westminster Hall. 
Abont four years ago a recordership in the Eastern Counties 
being vacant, he explained to Mr. Bruce his peculiar 
qualifications for the post, and received in reply the 
customary acknowledgement of the communication and an 
intimation that his claims would be “considered.” From 
that time until a few days sinco no further answer was 
vouchsafed, and the candidate, after wondering now and 
then how the Home Secretary could have di 
claims which seemed to be so strong, had forgotten all 
about the subject. On returning to chambers last week he 
found a missive bearing the Home Office seal, and having 
in the corner the signature of the Secre of State. 
Whatever hopes the sight of this packet might have raised 
were soon dispelled, for, on opening it, he discovered that 
it simply contained his original application and the 
testimonials he had sent with it. These documents, it 
appears, had been carefully pigeon-holed for “ considera- 
tion,” until the advent of a new minister had caused them 
to be routed out to make room for other applications of 





more modern date. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. $ Aug. 23, 1873, 








NOTES. 


The Spectator is much perplexed to discover a suitable 
successor to Sir George Jessel. If Mr. Fitzjames Stephen 
had succeeded at Dundee he would, it appears, have had 
* paramount claims” ; but as he did not succeed, and “is 
not likely to get’ into Parliament “for the present,” our 
contemporary is driven to run through his sieve the Liberal 
lawyers at present in the House. We learn with surprise 
tbat these gentlemen only number seven or eight. Why, 
excluding Sir George Jessel, there are at least fourteen 
Liberal Q.C.’s in the House, besides a Serjeant-at-Law. 
Ins‘ead of only one of the Liberal lawyers being a member 
of the Chancery bar, as our contemporary asserts, there 
are three at least of the Liberal Q.C.’s who belong to that 
bar—Mr. Hinde Palmer, Mr. Osborne Morgan, and Mr. 
Thomas Hughes. 

It appears that professional qualifications are somewhat 
at a discount on the West Coast of Africa. The Freetown 
correspondent of the Times informs us that in that delight- 
ful part of the world ‘‘every official, from the day he lands, 
no matter what his previous pursuits may have been or 
his qualifications are, considers himself fit and able to fill 
any post, from that of Chief Justice to that of colonial 
surveyor or engineer, or, indeed. several such posts at 
once. He not unfrequently finds his official superiors 
ready to assent to this view of the case. The post of 
Chief Justice was, a few years ago, filled by a captain in 
a native corps, and an official on good terms with a friendly 
Governor sometimes holds five or six distinct appoint- 
ments. The police magistracy was recently vacant. It 
is a post which, from the amount of work to be done in it, 
requires the undivided uttention of a competent man, as 
he has, in addition to his other magisterial duties, to in- 
spect two large districts and see to the state of the 
country. This appointment was recently conferred ona 
fortuuate subordinate official who already held six different 
posts—four colonial appointments and two Imperial ones. 
This lucky gentleman was not in any way connected with 
either branch of the legal profession. In the Times which 
came out in the mail steamer, which reached here a few 
days before this appointment was made, Lord Kimberley 
is reported to have told a deputation of African mer- 
chants who waited on bim that in future, in all such ap- 
poiutments, barristers, if they could be obtained, would 
have a preference, the only difficulty he said, being to get 
a barrister to accept sucha post. There are several barris- 
ters here ; as to the fitness of some of them, at least, it need 
only be meutioned that one among them won the coveted 
prize of the Inns of Court Studentship. The magistracy 
in question was not offered to any of the bar, the Secretary 
of State’s promise to the deputation notwithstanding.” 


In a letter tothe Times Sir George Bowyer has drawn an 
alarming picture of the results of the surrender by the 
House of Lords of their appellate jurisdiction. He thinks 
chat the “ judicial character” of the House “was a part 
of ite spirit,” and that, in surrendering this character, the 
House “ has given away a great part of its authority and 
digtity. It has done more—it has extinguished a part of 
the British Constitution.” That is very dreadfal, traly, but 
it is nothing to the prospect which presents itself to Sir 
George 8 prophetic eye. “ This concession,’ he remarks, 
“ will be followed by others, until little is left. When the 
House ceases to be a judicial body their jurisdiction for 
the trial of their peers will be an anomaly. The same 
will be said of their jurisdiction in case of impeachments, 
The House of Commons has left election petitions to the 
judges. The House of Lords will be called upon to do the 
samme with claims to peerages, The House of Lords will 
have a lay Speaker instead of the Lord Chancellor, who 
will be confined to his own Court and the Court of Appeal.” 
It is some consolation that the seer does not in terms pre- 
dict the surrender by the Lords of their legislative power 
and their titles, Perhaps, however, these may be among 
the “ other consequences which may follow,” as to which 
he kindly says he “ will not speculate.” 

As to the only points of im raised by Bir 
George, the first—that the want of an intermediate Court of 





Appeal to sift the cases will cause the ultimate Court to 
be “ oppressed and overwhelmed with work”—appears to 
be met by the provision authorising the Court of Appeal to 
sit in Divisions ; and as to the other—that a Court divided 
into sections is three Courts, and that when the sections 
disagree the law will remain unsettled—it is to be ob. 
served that section 53 of the Judicature Bill directs that 
“ every appeal to the Court of Appeal shall be heard or 
determined either by the whole Court or by a divisional 
Court consisting of any number, not less than three, of 
the judges thereof. Any appeal which, for any 
reason, may be deemed fit to be re-argued before decision, 
or to be re-heard before final judgment, may be so re. 
argued or re-heard before a greater number of judges, if 
the Court of Appeal shall think fit so to direct.” 


The select committee of the Lords on the Improvement 
of Land, after taking the evidence of the Inclosure Com. 
missioners, of officers connected with land companies, and 
of various surveyors, solicitors, land agents, and occupiers 
who are familiar with the operation of the Improvement 
Acts, report that the general result of the evidence is to 
show that considerable use has been made of the Acts, and 
extensive improvements have been effected under them; 
but that the progress has not been so rapid as was desirable, 
and that what has been accomplished ig only a small 
fraction of what remains to be done. Mr. Bailey Denton, 
who has given special attention to this subject, states, as 
the result of his calculations, that out of 20,000,000 acres 
of land requiring drainage in England and Wales, only 
3,000,000 have as yet been drained. Mr. Caird, the In. 
closure Commissioner, speaking not only of drainage, but 
of all kinds of improvement, estimates that we have only 
accomplished one-fifth of what requires to be done. It is, 
however, admitted that the difficulty of obtaining labour 
would, in many districts, impede a very rapid extension of 
drainage ; and it is right to note that in the absence of 
specific information these estimates are of a speculative 
character, The committee admit that the complaints 
which they have received do not call in question either the 
ability or the zeal of the commissioners, or of the other 
officers who have the supervision of the improvement 
charges. The two chief objections are that the terms on 
which the loans are offered are too high, and that the con. 
trol exercised by the commissioners is sometimes embar- 
rassing ; and it is in these directions, if any, that relief 
must be afforded. The committee sum up the recommen. 
dations that have been made, as follows: — 


‘1, Limited owners, with the consent of trustees, shall 
be empowered to spend trust money upon the improvement 
of their estates, on redeemable mortgage, 

“2. Limited owners may charge their estates with im 
provements; the charge to be redeemable within a period 
exceeding by ten years the owner's expectation of life; 0 
that no such term may in any case be less than twenty- 
five years or more than forty. 

“3, An improvement to be charged as above, with con- 
sent of trustees, on certificate from a surveyor approved by 
the Inclosure Commissioners, or the Court of Chancery, 
that it is beneficial to the estate, and that the works have 
been properly carried out. 

“4, That where a limited owner acts with the consent of 
the tenant-in-tail being of full age, the certificate of & 
surveyor may be dispensed with, unless refused by encum: 
brancers after notice given; and the repayment of chargé 
may be spread over a period of forty years. 

‘*5, Trustees to have liberty to defend the inheritance, 
either at law or in Parliament, with leave of the Court of 
Chancery first obtained, and to be allowed to charge on the 
estate costs approved by the Court.” 





Tue Evrortan Axnitration.—The Lord Chancellor 
has signed the appointment of Lord Romilly as arbitrator 
under the Enropean Life Assurance Soviety Arbitration 
Acts, 1872 and 1873, and hie lordship has made the follow- 
ing appointments :—Assessor, Mr, F, 8. Reilly; joint 
official liquidators, Mr. 8. Sewell Price and Mr. Joho 
Young ; solicitors, Messrs. Mercer & Mercer ; and secré- 
tary, Mr. [homas Preston, The next sittings will be held 
about the middle of October, #0 as to be over before 
Michaelmas Term begins, — Zines, 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


BRAITHWAITE'’s TESTIMONIAL Funp. 

Sir,—Many solicitors having made inquiries respecting 
the subscription to this fund, it has occurred to us that 
many others may be glad to know that no limit of amount 
of individual subscription has been fixed. The subscrip- 
tions at present received vary in amount from half a 
guinea up to ten guineas. 

We shall feel greatly obliged if you can spare space for 
the insertion of this letter. 

Ricnarp W. Watt. 
5, New Inn, W.C. 
C. H. Corzertre. 
23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


19 August, 1873. Honorary Secretaries. 





{In Mr. Harston’s letter, published last week, for 
the words “and all the bye-laws except the word “ That” 
at the beginning, would have been disposed of,” read 
“all the bye-law (consisting of the words proposed 
to be left out) except the word ‘That’ at the beginning, 
would have been disposed of.’’] 





REVIEWS. 


Stageright : 4 Compendium of the Law Relating to Dramatie 
Authors, Musical Composers, and Lecturers, as regards the 
Public Representation of their Works, By JoHN Coryton, 
Esq., of JLincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, late Re- 
corder of Moulmein, British Burmah. London: D. Natt. 
1873. 


The word “stageright” expresses very conveniently a 
kind of property of considerable importance at the present 
day. Erle, C.J., came near to the term when he spoke of 
“stage-copyright ;” but it appears that the credit of its 
invention rests with Dr. Charles Reade. Mr. Coryton, as 


the title of his work shows, has given a very wide exten- | 


sion to the meaning of the word. With the exception of 
sermons—to which, perhaps, the term “ stageright” 
cannot be properly applied—he has treated of the law 
relating to every kind of discourse publicly delivered. 

The first chapter of the book is devoted to the discus- 
sion of the question of the existence of stageright at com- 


mon law. In spite of the decision in Murray v. Elliston (5 
B. & Ald. 657), and the dictum of Erle, C.J., in Marsh v. 
Conquest (17 C. B. N. S. 426)—not quoted, by the way, in 
this chapter—that “the solo right of representation did 
not exist at common law,” Mr. Coryton declines to consider 
the question as settled, and cites, in support of his view, 
the argument of the last-named judge, in the opinion deli- 
vered by him in Jeffreys v. Boosey (4 H. L. C. 866), on the 
kindred question of the existence of copyright at common 
law. The reasoning in this argument Mr. Coryton con- 
siders as applicable to stageright as to copyright, and, in 
his opinion, it seems “ definitely to establish the right of 
both to protection at common law.” 

The disoussion of 3 & 4 Will. 4, o. 15, and 5 & 6 Viot. o. 
45, ss, 20—22, is preceded by a review of the legislation on 
copyright. Considering the opinions entertained about the 
stage at some periods of our history, Mr.Coryton thinks it 
fortunate for dramatic authors that legislation onstageright 
did not take place until so comparatively recent a date. 
“The preamble of the statute of Anne,” he remarks, 
“gives an uneasy impression that tho interests of authors 
of other than ‘useful books’ might have had less regard 
paid to them; while, from the preamble to the Lord 
Chamberlain's Act (6 & 7 Viot. o. 68), we learn that it was 
left for that statute to repeal ‘an Act passed in the tenth 
Year of the reign of King George the Second, intituled an 

to amend so mach of an Act made in the twelfth year 
of Queen Anne, intituled an Act for reducing the laws 
relating to Rogues, Vagabonds, Sturdy Beggars, and 
Vagrants, into one Act of Parliament, and sending them 
whither they ought to be sent, as relates to common players 
of interludes.’ In subsequent chapters Mr. Coryton dis- 
Susses the nature of stageright ; proprietor of stage- 
+ infringement and proceedings against infringers. 

work constitutes a useful handbook of the law, and is 
Fendered not less valuable by the author's practice of 











quoting the language of the decisions he cites. These 
extracts, however, are often capable of very considerable 
condensation, and the whole book would probably be im- 
proved by a rigid pruning away of matter not strictly 
bearing upon the subject. Some of this matter, however, 
it must be allowed, is both interesting and amusing. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Baenatt Ports, of Broseley, Salop, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr. Atrrep Heats, of 45, Carter-lane, Doctors’-com- 
mons, has been appointed a London Commissioner for 
administering oaths in Common Law in the Conrt of Ex- 
chequer. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The adjourned general meeting of members for the pur- 
pose of receiving the report of the scrutineers as to the 
election of members of Council for the ensuing year was 
held on Wednesday, August 20, at the Hall of the Society, 
Chancery-lane, but the proceedings were merely formal. 
Mr. Janson occupied the chair, and called on Mr. Drace to 
read the report of the scrutineers. It stated that 1,289 
voting papers had been received, of which 83 were rejected 
for various informalities, and that the members elected to 
the Council were Messrs. F. T. Bircham, W. S. Cookson, 
Alfred Bell, B. G. Lake, G. B. Gregory, M.P., Edward 
Field (Norwich), C. J. Follett, Thos. Marshall, E. J. Bris- 
tow, Henry Markby, C. W. Lawrence, R. R. Dees, Bartle 
J. L. Frere, F. G. Davidson, M. B. Wood, Wm. Ford, Henry 
Roscoe, J. H. Bolton, F. 8. Hull, Clement Francis, C. T. 
Saunders (Birmingham), and H. W. Parker. Messrs. R. 
Boyer and W. A. Jevons had each received the same num- 
ber of votes, and it would therefore be the duty of the 
Chairman to give a casting yote. Messrs. Dawson, Mills, 
and Roberts were elected auditors. The Chairman gave 
his casting vote in favour of Mr. Jevons, and declared him, 
with the gentlemen previously named, duly eleeted mem- 
bers ofthe Council. A vote of thanks was then passed to the 
scrutineers, and after notices of motions for the next 
meetings had been given, signed by several gentlemen in 
London, Liverpool, Manchester, and Birmingham, to the 
effect that it is desirable at fature elections that no 
selected list of candidates be circulated by the Council, 
the proceedings terminated. 


The following is the notice of motion referred to in the 

above report :— 
20th August, 1873. 
To the President of the Incorporated Law Society. 

Sir,—We hereby give you notice that it is our intention 
to move, at the next general meeting of the society, a reso- 
lution to the following effect :— 

That it is desirable, in the interest of the society, that 
all elections which may hereafter take place for the purpose 
of filling up vacancies in the Council should be conducted 
without any circulation by the Council of selected lists of 
candidates. 

We are, Sir, your obedient servants, 

H. R. Freshfield, G. A. Crowder, H. Thorn, 
T. Tilleard, H. J. Francis, G. J. Robinson, 
T. Beaumont, P. Roberts, R. H. Peacock, C. 
Goddard, C. Harrison, Jun, R. Du Cane, 
F. M. Russell, E. Bromley, J. A. Titfe, W. H. 
Saltwell, and C. F. Tagart—of London. 

W. G. Bateson, F. D. Lowndes. J. H. BE. Gill, 
W. Bartlett, J. BE. G. Hill, J. W. Carr, A. T. 
Squarey, C. Moorhouse, G. Rae, T. Martin, 
G. R. Rogerson, and T. Avison—of Liverpool. 

J. Cooper—of Manchester. 

A notioe in the same terms was also given, signed by :— 

KE. J. Hayes, Town Clerk, Birmingham; W. 
Evans (of the firm of Wragg. Evans, & 
Jesson), of Birmingham ; Jas, Marigold (of 
the firm of Beale, Marigold, & Beale), of 
Birmingham; LL. Pemberton Rowley, of 
Birmingham ; B: Chesshire, of Birmingham ; 
W. Morgan, of Birmingham. 
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THE LIVERPOOL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY 
sf a LAND TITLES AND TRANSFER BILL 
(1873). 

A special Sub-Committee of the Liverpool Law Society 
having been appointed to consider this Bill, recently made 
their report, which was adopted by the Committee at a 
meeting held on the 29th day of July, 1873. 

After referring to the report of the Commissioners 
appointed to investigate the working of the Act of 1862 
and noticing some of the leading alterations proposed to be 
introduced by the Chancellor’s Bill, the Sub-Committee 
conclude as follows :— 


The Sub-Committee think that the framer of this Bill, 
in excluding partial and equitable interests from the 
register, has adopted the only principle upon which a 
general system of registration can be worked. By making 
it unnecessary to fix boundaries absolutely, and thus stir 
up sleeping questions between neighbouring proprietors, 
@ great objection to the existing Act will be removed. 
And the Sub-Committee think it is essential to the success 
of any scheme, that registration should be compulsory, 
otherwise registration will not be generally adopted. 
Titles once put on the register will by lapse of time 
become good titles, without any investigation at all, and 
in connection with this part of the subject it must be 
borne in wind that by the Limitations Bill which the 
Lord Chancellor introduced with the Land Transfer Bill, 
adverse claims will be barred far more speedily than at 


present. 

The Sub-Committee attach the greatest importance to 
local registries, and are convinced that no scheme of land 
registration can become general or be acceptable to the 
profession and the public until the districts are assigned 
and the assistant registrars appointed. 

‘* Solicitors or other agents” are named several times 
in the Bill. Unless words are added to show that none 
but professional agents are intended, solicitors will have 
just cause to complain. 

The Sub-Committee, in carefully going through the Bill, 
have made various suggestions in points of detail. Sub- 
ject tothe more important of these, they are of opinion 
that the profession, as a body, should not oppose the Bill. 

The Sub-Committee do not think that buyers and 
sellers of land with simple titles, will find greater cheap- 
ness or security under any system of registration than 
they enjoy at present; but with complicated titles the 
case will be different, and there will be far greater 
uniformity in the amount of the cost under this system. 

Assuming, then, that the public is desirous to have a 
general system of registration of land, the Sub-Committee 
think that the Bill isa good Bill, subject to the amend- 
ments they have indicated, and that upon these being 
adopted, it will deserve the support of the profession. 


To the report are appended the following suggested 
alterations in the Bill :— 


_ The double numbering of the sub-clauses of clause 5 
is likely to cause confusion and difficulty of reference. 
They should be numbered consecutively throughout or 
numbers should be adopted for the first series, and letters 
for the second. 

Clause 2. Is there any sufficient reason why a title 
certified as limited should not commence with a will ? 

Clause 6. It is highly important that the registrar 
should, in addition to the power of certifying a title as 
good from the date of some conveyance for valuable con- 
sideration to be mentioned in the register, have power to 
certify a title as an absolute one so far as relates to a less 
estate than a fee simple, and as limited so far as concerns 
the fee. It often happens that a long leasehold interest 
has been merged in the fee simple, or a copyhold estate in 
fee has been enfranchised, and, in such a case, the lease. 
holder or copyholder has not thought it worth while to go to 
the expense of taking an abstract of, or investigating the 
title of the freeholder, or of the lord of the manor. 

The reversion may have been purchased or the copyhold 
enfranchised at a very recent period, and, in such a case, it 
would be a hardship if the applicant who can prove a good 
title to the leasehold or copyhold estate were obliged to 
accept registration as limited from such recent period. 


Is it quite clear that the word “donveyance”’ in the 
8th line of page 4, clause 6, will include “ mortgage” ? 

Clause 7, lines 26—28. As registration is to be compul- 
sory on a sale taking place more than two years from the 
commencement of the Act, it should be made as little 
onerous or disagreeable as possible. Might not notice be 
dispensed with unless the registrar for special reason 
should require it ? 

Clause 12. There seems to be a mistake in the first 
line of this clause. The words ‘‘ with certi fied title” are 
required after the word “land.” It cannot be intended 
that an applicant for registration simply should make the 
affidavit mentioned in this clause. The words “ or agent,” 
in the second line of the same clause, are objected to. See 
note to sec. 160, sub-sect. 10. 

Clause 13. There should be power to visit a party bound 
to produce and refusing to do so with the cost of pro- 
ceedings to compel production. 

Clause 14. It would be a great hardship upon the 
owner of a large estate if the owner of some insignificant 
piece of land, once a portion of it, could,, by applying for 
registration of his title, have the deeds relating to the 
entire estate marked with a stamp, “so as to give notice 
to any person inspecting the same that the whole or part 
of the land to the title of which such deeds, instruments, 
or evidences relate is registered.” On each dealing with 
any other portion of the estate the register would have to 
be searched, in order to ascertain what portion of the land 
affected by the deeds had been registered. 

If the deeds are to be marked in such a case, the holder 
of them ought to have a power to insist that the marking 
should consist of a short statement, signed by the registrar, 
stating concisely the particulars and exact position of the 
land registered. . tee 

A purchaser of a part only of land comprised in title- 
deeds cannot insist apon a notice of his conveyance being 
endorsed upon the deeds, and the vendor is frequently 
advised not to permit such an endorsement to be made, 
at all events unless it defines by an accurate description 
ora plan the exact piece of land to which the notice 
relates. 

Clause 23. Query—“ Judge in chambers.” 

Clause 30. We think there should be an appeal from all 
ee of the registrar to the Court, as provided by sect, 
36. 

Clause 34. “‘ Such notice ” in the first line is ambiguous, 
as two separate notices have been spoken of in the 
preceding clause. The second notice is evidently 
intended ; as the first is probably meant to be preliminary 
only, and would not contain the full particulars required 
by the second notice. 

Clause 36, line 36. “ Agent.” See note to clause 160, 
sub-sect. 10, 

Clause 41, line 25. “ Affected,” not “ effected.” 

Clause 43, Why should not a proprietor, registered with- 
out a certified title, be at liberty to apply for registration 
with a title certified as limited, if he considered it worth 
the cost of doing so? 

Clause 44, We think registration of the leases mentioned 
in this clause should be compulsory. In line 20, should 
not the words “ at date of registration’ be inserted after 
the word “ are”? 

Clause 46, page 18, line 1. “Or agents,” See note 
to clause 160, sub-sect. 10. 

Clause 52, lines 7 and 13, “ Agent.” See note to clause 
160, sub-sect, 10. 

Clause 56. We think that a map should be required in 
all cases; and indeed a general system of registration 
cannot be carried out successfully without maps. 

The record of title should surely be cleared occasion- 
ally, if not on each transfer: otherwise a record of a 
registered title may in course of years become almost as 
complicated as the analysis of a title at this time. More- 
over, by section 65 the “land certificate’ is to contain @ 
“transcript of the record of title.’”’ Is the purchaser, 
twenty or fifty years after the title has been put on the 
register, to get a land certificate showing every registered 
dealing with the land for the whole of this time ? Should 
not his certificate merely show that he is the proprietor 

subject as therein mentioned ? 





Clause 63. The power conferred by the last paragraph 
of this clause will not be very useful, if an owner seeking 
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to put the power into force has to find out and serve with 
the petition or application all his neighbours and their 
landlords. Power should be given to the Court to act on 

f that the condition has become obsolete, or is no 
longer carried out by adjoining owners, and after notice by 
advertisement. 

Clause 71 is a repetition of a portion of clause 68 (lines 
$4 and 35). 

Clause 72. Is there not a clerical error in the omission 
of the word “ deeds ” after “ title’ in line 35 ? 

Clause 73. The registered proprietor should also be en- 
abled to charge land otherwise than with the payment of a 
principal sum, e.g., with an account current in favour of a 
banker or a merchant, or with the subscriptions, fines, and 
other payments secured by a mortgage to a building so- 
ciety. 

Clause 74 requires careful consideration. The purchaser 
of an equity of redemption is not as such liable directly to 
the mortgagee for the payment of the mortgage money, and 
there are frequently cases where a purchaser of an equity 
of redemption would not purchase on the terms of becoming 
directly liable. Again, is the mortgagor to get rid of his 
personal liability to the mortgagee by transferring the 
registered proprietorship toa man of straw? For these 
and other reasons we think clause 74 should be omitted, 
and the personal liability be evidenced by an unregistered 
instrument, in analogy to the old practice of taking mort- 
gagebonds. Such instruments would also probably con- 
tain the usual separate covenant for payment of interest 
and provisions for fire insurance, appointment of collectors, 
and other minor but necessary matters. 

Clause 75. Asit does not appear to be any part of the 
scheme of the Bill that the proprietor of a charge should 
have any estate in the land charged, it is clear that this 
clause will be sufficient to enable him to recover in eject- 
ment, whether against the mortgagor ora tenant, and 
could he recover rents due at the time of entering, as well 
as rents accruing ? 

Clause 82. This clause contains a serious restriction 
upon the right of transfer, by providing that a registered 
proprietor may only transfer the land after ‘‘ giving the 


prescribed notice.” Should not thé clause read, “ Every 
registered proprietor of land may in the prescribed man- 
ner transfer such land or any part thereof, and after giving 
bog prescribed notice the registrar shall enter the name,” 


The requirement that on each occasion of a sale 
of part of an estate the old certificate shall be given 
up and a new one issued, would be most inconvenient 
in the case of a large estate cut up for building purposes. 
There should be power to the registrar, in lieu thereof, to 
mark the old certificate with the particylars of the land 
sold and return it to the transferror, if several sales re- 
quired completion at intervals of say a week or ten days, 
even this would be difficult to complete unless the vendor 
refused to have a land certificate and referred the purchasers 
to the Registry Office. The expense, too, of so many 
erations in the map and certificate would be consider- 

e. 


Clause 86 contains the same objectionable requirement 
as clause 82. 

Clause 94. Provides for the production of “ register ” 
or other sufficient proof of the marriage of a female 
registered proprietor. The word “certificate” or ‘‘ex- 
tract from register” is probably intended. 

Clause 95, line 36. The word “ lease” is omitted after 
the word land. 

Clause 95, line 40. “ As if she had never been married,” 
should be “ag if she had died a widow:” as the clause 
stands it will exclude her children, 

Clause 97. There are comparatively so few bankruptcies 
now, and so many liquidations by arrangement, that any 
doubt as to whether the word bankruptcy includes a liqui- 
dation by arrangement ought not to be permitted, and the 
addition of a few words would make the point quite clear. 

Clause 98. Omit the words “ or by the registered owner 
of = charge with power of sale.” The clause as drawn, 
trenches upon the rights of mortgagees in a very important 
manner, To provide that no conveyance by & mortgagee 
to ® purchaser under the power of sale shali be registered, 
except under the order of the Court of Chancery, upon 
notice to the mortgagor, or by his leave, would seriously 





affect the facility with which a proprietor could obtain a 
mortgage upon his land. 

The case of the right to registered land passing upon 
the election of a new trustee of a benefit building society 
has not been contemplated, and is not provided for, except 
by clause 122, sub-sec. 4, 

Clause 107. “Registry” used twice in the sense of 
“ registration.” Why should not the lessee be entitled to 
registration upon proving the execution of the lease by 
the registered proprietor, and after notice by the regis- 
trar to the proprietor of his intention to register the lease, 
unless cause is shown within a limited time ? 

Clause 108, line 2. ‘‘ Registry” for “register.” 

Clause 109. We think that if the registered proprietor 
finds a caveat entered by some person who has no right to 
enter it, he should not be obliged to let it remain on the 
register until he deais with the property; but that he 
should be entitled to require the registrar to give the 
notice to the cautioner at once, so as to challenge him to 
take proceedings. Why should not the registered pro- 
prietor serve the notice instead of the registrar ? 

Clause 115. Should not the Court of Chancery also 
have power to order any caveat improperly entered to be 
removed and the cautioner to pay the costs occasioned by 
his improper act ? 

There should also be a clear provision for the withdrawal 
of caveats by the cautioner, instead of the indirect provision 
of clause 160, sub-sec. 3. 

Clause 122, sub-sec, 2, requires consideration. 

Clause 133, line 30. “ Such Court” would be better than 
“the Court,” as the latter expression is defined by clause 
166 to be the Court of Chancery or the County Court. 

Clause 146, Why should the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
be a member of the board of registry ?. If the board of 
registry consisted ofa large number of persons, say 10 or 12, 
there might be no objection to giving one seat at it to him, 
as representing the tax-payers, and exercising some control 
over the appointment of officers whose salaries might have 
to be provided forin the estimates; but with so small a 
board as three, each member of it shou'd be a lawyer 
holding a prominent office. 

Clause 150, Should not a sel be proviled for assistant 
registrars ? 

Clause 159. In the interest of the profession in the pro- 
vinees, as well as of their clients, it is absolutely necess- 
sary that these districts should be constituted before 
tne Act comes into operation. Without district registries 
it is impossible for the profession in the provinces to support 
the Bill. We can understand the objections to attempting 
to define the districts by the Biil (untess the probate districts 
were adopted), but if this clause were altered so as to make 
it imperative to establish district registries, which shall 
come into operation simultaneously with the central regis- 
try, it would be clearly shown that that is an essential part 
of the scheme, and the profession in the provinces will be 
far more likely to welcome the Bill, than if the clause re- 
mains in its present shape as a mere power which may never 
be exercised. 

Clauses 159 and 160. Should not these clauses come into 
operation ‘* immediately on the passing of this Act?” 

Clauses 160 (10) and 164 should be altered so as to exclude 
“ other agents.”” At present solicitors and certified convey- 
ancers have the exclusive right of preparing deeds, &c., and 
considerable alarm has been created by the words “‘ other 
agent,” which itis feared are intended to permit estate 
agents, accountants, stockbrokers, or other unprofessional 
persons to compete with solicitors. So serious an invasion 
of the rights of the profession cannot be justified, and we 
therefore strongly suggest, that the words “ or other agent,”” 
and “or t’’ in the clauses we have pointed out, and 
wherever else they occur in the Bill should be expunged ; 
or else, that the word agent should be defined by the interpre- 
tation clause to be a practising solicitor or certified — 
ancer. The profession has noright to object to an appli- 
cant for registration ee his business in the 
registrar's office in person, but if he chooses to employ an 
agent, that agent must surely be a duly qualifi _— 
titioner. It would be — unfair to those who have 
duly qualitied themselves for duties which at present they 
have the exclusive right to perform, and who, moreover, 
pay an annual sum to the Inland Revenue for the right to 
practise their —— to subject them to the competi- 
tion of men who have had no legal training, and who do 
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not take out the annual certificate. It would also be un- 
fair to the public at large to afford opportunities to in- 
competent persons to carry on the business of solicitors and 
attorneys. 

It does not appear to be essential that transfers or charges 
of registered land should be by deed, clause 160. It would 
be better to provide that affidavits and statutory declara- 
tions to be filed in the registry, should be exempted from 
stamp duty, in the same manner as affidavits, which are to 
be filed in a court, are now exempted. It is hard to tax 
such a document with both an Inland Revenue stamp of 
2s. 6d., and a fee stamp for filing of the same amount. 





FORMS FOR PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE BAS. 
TARDY ACTS ON THE MOTHER’S APPLICATION. 


The following order has been issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board :— 


To the Justices of the Peace in England and Wales; 
and to all others whom it may concern. 

Whereas it it enacted by “ The Bastardy Laws Amend- 
ment Act, 1873,” that the Local Government Board may 
issue such new or altered forms of proceedings in matters 
of bastardy as they shall deem necessary or expedient for 
giving effect to the provisions of that Act and of “The 
Bastardy Laws Amendment Act, 1872.” 

Now therefore, we, the Local Government Board. in pur- 
suance of the authority so conferred upon us, do hereby 
issue the Forms set forth in the Schedules hereto annexed. 


Scnepute A. 
No. 1. 
Form of Application by Woman with Child. 


to wit.— Application and deposition of 

a single woman residing at in the county (a) of 
taken upon oath before me, the undersigned, 
one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace 

acting for the (a) petty sessional division of 
in the said county of in which she resides, 
this day of in the year of 

our Lord one thonsand eight hundred and 
who upon her oath (b) saith that she is now with 
child, and that of in the (a) 
county of is the father of the child with which 
she is now pregnant, and maketh application for a summons 
to be served upon the said so alleged by her 
to be the father of the said child, to appear at a petty ses- 
sion to be holden after the birth of such child for the petty 
sessional division (a) of in 
which I usually act, to answer such complaint as she shall 

then and there make touching the premises. 

Exhibited and sworn before me, the 
day and year first above written. 
(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 
(b) Or affirmation. 


No. 2. 
Form of Summons on Application by Woman with Child. 


to wit,—To of the parish of 
in the county of , 

Whereas an application hath been made to me, the 
undersigned, one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace 
for the (a) county of , single woman, 
residing at in the (a) petty sessional division of 
the said county for which 1 act, now with child, of which 
child she hath this day duly sworn on oath (b) before me 
the said justice that you are the father, for a summons to 
be served on you to appear at a petty session, according 
to the form of the statute in such case made and provided. 

These are therefore to require you to appear at the 
petty session of the justices holden at , being the 
petty session for the division (a) in which I 
usually act, on (c) the day of 
at of the clock in the noon, in the year 
of our Lord one thonsand eight hundred and , to 
anewer any complaint which she shall then and there 
make against you touching the premises. 

Herein fail you not. 





Given under my hand at in the county (a) 
this day of in the year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 

Note.—If you neglect to appear at the petty session ag 

above stated, the justices, upon proof that this sum. 
mons has been duly served upon you, or left at your 
last place of abode, may proceed, if they think fit, to 
make an order upon you as the putative father of the 
child above referred to, to pay a weekly sum to the 
said mother for its maintenance, and other sums for 
costs and expenses. 

(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 

(b) Or affirmed. 

(c) Insert some day when the petty session will be held 
after the birth of the child, and at such a distance of time 
that six days at least may elapse after the issuing of the 
summons, and the service on the man, or at his place of 
abode before the petty session. 


No. 3. 
Application for a Summons by a Woman after Birth. 


to wit.—The information and application of 
single woman, residing at in the county 
of before me, the undersigned one of 
her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace acting for the (a) petty 
sessional division of in the said county of 
in which she resides, this day of in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
who saith that she hath been delivered of a 
bastard child within twelve calendar months before this 
day, to wit on the day of in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
and alleges that one of in the county 
of is the father of such child, and maketh appli- 
cation to me for a summons to be served upon the said 
to appear at a petty session to be holden for the 
petty sessional division (a) in which I usually 
act, to answer such complaint as she shall then and there 
make touching the premises. 
Exhibited before me, the day and 
year first above written, 


(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 


No. 4. 
Summons where the Application is made by Woman after Birth. 
to wit.—To of the parish of 
in the county of i 

Whereas application has been this day made to me, the 
undersigned, one of Her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for 
the (a) county of by single woman, 
residing at in the (b) petty sessional division of 
the said county for which I act, who hath been delivered of 
a bastard child within twelve calendar months before this 
day, and of which bastard child she alleges you to be the 
father, for a summons to be served upon you to appear at 4 
petty session of the peace, according to the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided. 

These are therefore to require you to appear at the petty 
session of the justices holden at being the petty 
session for the division (a) in which I usually 
act, on (b) the day of at 

of the clock in the noon in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
answer any complaint which she shall then and there make 
against you touching the premises, 

Herein fail you not. 

Given under my hand at in the county (a) 
this day of in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
Note.—If you neglect to appear at the petty session 
as above stated, the justices, upon proof that this sum- 
mons has been duly served upon you, or left at your 
last place of abode, may proceed, if they think fit, to 
make an order upon you, as the putative father of the 
child above referred to, to pay a weekly sum to the 
said mother for its maintainance, and other sums for 
costs and expenses. 
a) Or city, borough, or other place, 
b) Insert some day, at least six days after the date of 
the summons, and after the day whon the same can 
served upon the man, or at his place of abode. 


















No, 5. 
Application for a Surmons by a Woman after Birth, were 
the alleged Father has paid Money within Twelve Months 





after the Birth. 
to wit.—The information and application of 
single woman residing at in the 


County (a) of before me, the undersigned 
one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace 


acting for the (a) petty sessional division of in 
the said county of in which she resides, this 
day of in the year of our Lord one 


thousand eight hundred and who saith that she 
hath been delivered of a bastard child more than twelve 
calendar months before this day, to wit, on the 
day of in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred aud and alleges that one 
of in the (a) county of is the father of 
such child, and having given proof to me that the said 
did within the twelve calendar months next 
after the birth of such child pay money for its mainte- 
nance, maketh application to me for a summons to be 
served upon the said to appear at a petty ses- 
sion to be holden for the petty sessional division (a) 
in which I usually act, to answer such com- 
plaint as she shall then and there make touching the 
premises. 
Exhibited before me, the day and 
ear first above written. 
(a) or city, borough, or other place. 





No. 6. 

Summons when the Application is made by a Woman after 
Birth, where the alleged Father has paid Money within 
Twelve Months after the Birth, 

to wit.—To 

in the county of > 
Whereas application hath been this day made to me, 

the undersigned, one of her Majesty’s Justices of the 

Peace for the (a) county of b single 

woman, residing at in the (a) petty sessional 

division of the said county for which I act, who hath been 
delivered of a bastard child more than twelve calendar 
months before this day, of which bastard child she alleges 
you to be the father, and for the maintenance whereof she 
hath given me proof that you did within the twelve calen- 
dar months next after its birth pay money, for a summons 
to be served upon you to appear at a petty sessions of the 
peace according to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided. 

These are therefore to require you to appear at the 


ofthe parish of 


petty session of the justices holden at , being 
the petty session for the division (a) in 
which I usually act, on (b) the 

day of at of the clock in the 


noon in the year of onr Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and to answer any complaint 
wihch she shall then and there make against you touching 
the premises, 
Herein fail you not. 


Given under my hand at in the county 


(a) this me of 
in ng year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
an 


Note.—If you neglect to appear at the petty session as 
above stated, the justices, upon proof that this sum- 
mons has been duly served upon you, or left at your 
last place of abode, may proceed, if they think fit, to 
make an order upon you, as the putative father of 
the child above referred to, to pay a weekly sum to 
the said mother for its maintenance, and other sums 
for costs and expenses, 

* Or city, borough, or other place. 

b) Insert some day, at least six days after the date of 

the summons, and after the day when the same can be 
served upon the man, or at his place of abode. 





No, 7, 

Application for a Summons by a Woman after Birth, where 
the alleged Father has returned after ceasing to reside in 
England, 

w————- to wit—The information and application of 
single woman, residing at in the 
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county of before me, the undersigned 
one of her Majesty’s justices of the peace acting for the (a) 
petty sessional division of in the said county of 
in which she resides, this day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and who saith that she hath been delivered 
of a bastard child more than twelve calendar months before 
this day, to wit, on the day of in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
and alleges that one of in the county of 
is the father of such child, and having given 
proof to me that the said did within the twelve 
calendar months next after the birth of such child cease to 
reside in England and hath returned to England within the 
twelve calendar months next before this day, maketh ap- 
plication to me fora summons to be served upon the said 
to appear at a petty session to be holden for the 
petty sessional division (a) in which I usually 
act, to answer such complaint as she shall then and there 
make touching the premises. 
Exhibited before me, the day and 
year first above written. 
(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 


No. 8. 
Summons when the Application is made by a Woman after 

Birth, where the alleged Father has returned after ceasing 

to reside in England. 

to wit.—To 
in the couaty of ‘ 

Whereas application hath been this day made to me, 
the undersigned, one of her Majesty’s justices of the 
peace for the (a) county of by single 
woman, residing at in the (a) petty sessional 
division of the said county for which I act, who hath 
been delivered of a bastard child more than twelve calen- 
dar months before this day, of which ‘bastard child she 
alleges you to be the father, and hath given proof to me 
that you did, within the twelve calendar months next 
after the birth of such child, cease to reside in England, 
and have returned to England within the twelve calendar 
months next before this day, for a summons to be served 
upon you to appear at a petty sessions of the peace, 
according to the form of the statute in such case made 
and provided. 

These are therefore to require you to appear at the petty 
session of the justices holden at being the petty 
session for the division (a) in which I usually 
act, on (b) the day of at 

of the clock in the noon in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and to 
answer any complaint which she shall then and there 
make against you touching the premises. 

Hereir fail you not. 

Given under my hand at 





of the parish of 


in the county 


(a) this day of in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
and 


Note.—If you neglect to appear at the petty session 
as above stated, the justices, upon proof that this 
summons has been duly served upon you, or left at 
your last place of abode, may proceed, if they think 
fit, to make an order upon you, as the putative father 
of the child above referred to, to pay a weekly sum 
to the said mother for its maintenance, and other 
sums for césts and expenses. 

(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 

(b) Insert some day, at least six days after the date of 

the summons, and after the day when the same can.be 

served upon the man, or at his place of abode. 
No. 9. 
Application for a Summons where the child was dorn on er 
before 102A August, 1872. 
to wit.—The information and application of 
single woman, residing at in the (a) 





county of before me, the undersigned 

one of hor Majesty's justices of the peace acting for the (a) 

petty omaaat division of in the said county of 
in which she resides, this day of 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 

dred and who saith that she was delivered of a 


bastard child before the eleventh day of August one tho. 
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pee to wit, on the 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
and alleges that one 0 
in the (a) county of is the father of 
such child, and a to me for a summons to 
be served upon the sai to appear at a a 
session to be holden for the petty sessional division (a 
in which I usually act, to answer such complaint 
as she shall-then and there make touching the premises. 
Exhibited before me, the day and 
year first above written. 


(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 


No. 10. 
Summons where the Child —— on or before 10th August, 
1872. 

——- to wit.—To of the parish of 
in county of ° 

Whereas application has been this day made to me, the 
undersigned, one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for 
the (a) county of by single woman, 
residing at . . in the (a) petty sessional division of 
the said county for which I act, who was deli- 
vered of a bastard child before the eleventh day of 
August, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, to 
wit, on the y of in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and and of 
which bastard child she alleges you to be the father, for a 
summons to be served upon you to appear at a petty ses- 
sion of the peace, according to the form of the statute in 
such case made and provided. 

These are therefore to require you to appear at the petty 
session of the justices holden at being the petty 
session for the division (a) in which I usually 
act, on (b) the day of at 
of the clock in the noon, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
to answer any complaint which she shall then and there 
make against you touching the premises. 

Herein fail you not. 

Given under my hand at in the county 
(a this day of in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
and ° 

Note.—If you neglect to appear at the petty session as 

above stated, the justices, upon proof that this sum- 
mons has been duly served upon you, or left at your 
last place of abode, may proceed, if they think fit, to 
make an order upon you, as the putative father of the 
child above referred to, to pay a weekly sum to the 
said mother for its maintenance, and other sums for 
costs and expenses. 

(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 

(b) Insert some day, at least six days after the date of 
the summons, and after the day when the same can be 
served upon the man, or at his place of abode. 


No. 11. 

Application for a Summons where the Child was born on or 
before 10th August, 1872, and the alleged Father paid Money 
within Twelve Months after the Birth. 

to wit-—The information and application of 
single woman, residing at in the 
county of before me, the undersigned 

one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace acting for the (a) 

petty sessional division of in the said county of 

in which she resides, this day of 

in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and who saith that she was delivered 
of a bastard child before the eleventh day of August one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy two, to wit, on the 

day of in the year of our Lord one 
thousand eight hundred and and alleges that 
one of in the county (a) of 

is the father of such child, and having given proof to me 

that the said did within the twelve calendar 

months next after the birth of such child pay money for its 
mInaintenance, maketh application to me for a summons to 
be served upon the said to appear at a petty 

session to be holden for the petty sessional division (a) 

in which I neually act, to answer such com- 





a 
plaint as she shall then and there make touching the pre. 


mises. 

Exhibited before me, the day and 
year first above written. 

(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 


No. 12. 

Summons where the Child was born on or before 10th August 
1872, and the alleged Father paid Money within Twelve 
Months after the Birth. 
——— to wit.—To 

in the county of ° 

Whereas application hath been this day made to me, the 
undersigned, one of her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for 
the (a) county of b single 
woman, residing at in the (a) petty 
sessional division of the said county for which I act, who 
was delivered of a bastard child before the eleventh day 
of August, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, 
to wit, on the day of in the year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and of 
which bastard child she alleges you to be the father, and 
for the maintenance whereof she hath given me proof that 

a did within the twelve calendar months next after its 

irth pay money, for a summons to be served upon you to 
appear at a petty sessions of the peace according to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided. 

These are therefore to require you to appear at the petty 
session of the justices holden at being the petty 
session for the division (a) in which I usually 
act, on (b) the day of at 

of the clock in the noon in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and to. 
answer any complaint which she shall then and there make 
against you touching the promises, 

Herein fail you not. 

Given under my hand at in the county (a) 
this day of in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
Note.—If you neglect to appear at the petty session as 
above stated, the justices, upon proof that this sum- 
mons hasbeen duly served upon you, or left at your 
last place of abode, may proceed, if they think fit, to 
make an order upon you, as the putative father of the 
child above referred to, to pay a weekly sum to the 
said mother for its maintenance, and other sums for 
costs and expenses. é 

(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 

(b) Insert some day, at least six days after the date of 
the summons, and after the day when the same can be 
served upon the man, or at his place of abode, 


of the parish of 


No. 13. 
Recognisance (without Surety) on Adjournment of Hearing, 
Be it remembered, that on day the 
day of in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and ’ of personally came 
before the undersigned, one of her Majesty’s Justices of the 
Peace for the county (a) of and acknowledged 
himself to our Sovereign Lady the Queen the sum of 
of good.and lawful money of Great Britain, to 
be made and levied of the goods and chattels, lands and 
tenements of the said , to the use of our said 
Lady the Queen, her heirs and successors, if he the said 
shall fail in the condition endorsed. 
Taken and acknowledged, the day and year 
first above mentioned, at 
before me. 


Recognizance (with Surety or Sureties) on Adjowrnment of 
Hearing. 
Be it remembered that on day the 
day of in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and , of and 
of and of 

personally came before the undersigned, one of her 

Majesty's Justices of the Peace for the county (a) of 
and severally acknowledged themselves to owe 

to our Sovereign lady the Queen the several sums follow- 

ing ; that is to say, the said the sum of 

, and the sai the sum of » oi 
the said the sum of , of good and law- 
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fal money of Great Britain, to be made and levied of their 
several goods and chattels, lands and tenements 
respectively, to the use of our said Lady the Queen, her 
heirs and successors, if he the said shall fail in 
the condition endorsed. 
Taken and acknowledged, the day and year 
first above mentioned, at 
before me. 


Condition. 
The condition of the within written recognizance is such 
that if the said shall personally appear on the 
day of at of the clock in 
the noon, at before such justices of 
the peace for the said county (a) as may then be there, to 
answer the complaint of [here state the name of the 
mother, and the object of her application] and to be farther 
dealt with according to law, then the said recognizance to 
be void, or else to stand in fall force and virtue. 
(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 





Notice to Defendant (and his Surety or Sureties). 


Take notice, that you, » are bound in the sum 
of {and you, , in the sum of 

and you, » in the sum of ,] that you 

» appear personally on the day of 

at of the clock in the noon 

at before such justices of the peace for the 

county (a) of as shall then be there, to answer 


the complaint of [here state as in the condition] the 
hearing of which was adjourned to the said time and place, 
and unless you appear accordingly the recognizance entered 


into by you, , and by , [and 
as your suret ,] will forthwith be levied on you 
[and him or them |. 

Dated this day of 18 


(a) Or city, borough, or other place. 





Certificate of Non-appearance, to be endorsed. 


I hereby certify, that the said hath not appeared 
at the time and place in the within-written recognizance 
mentioned, but therein hath made default by reason 
whereof the said recognizance is forfeited. 

Dated this day of 18 . 





One of the justices of the peace within referred to. 
(To be continued.) 





Mr. A. Honnovsr, Q.C.—The Calcutta correspondent of 
the Times says of this gentleman, “Although, to the 
general relief, there is little new legislation, and the work 
of consolidation goes on steadily, the Hon. Mr. Hobhouse 
is leaving his mark on the numberless questions involving 
legal points that come before him from every administra. 
,tion in India, and has won the character of the soundest 
as well as ablest of lawyers. 

An Incipent IN THE TicHBORNE TriaAL.—The dreary pro- 
gress of this trial was enlivened on Thursday by a rather 
Singular discussion which the’ Daily Telegraph thus 
describes :—According to Dr. Kenealy, excessive fat is 
always associated with dulness. To this sweeping 
generalisation the Lord Chief Justice most emphatically 
demurred, and a most’ amusing episode followed, Dr. 
Kenealy quoting Ceosar's comments upon the “lean and 
hungry look” of Cassius; while the Lord Chief Justice 
Was understood to refer to Fox, to the First Napoleon, to 
Serjeant Wilkinson, and to Mr. Harrison, Q.0. A buzz of 
conversation followed, in which the names of several most 
eminent and bulky gentlemen, not yet snatched = by 
Premature fate, were freely mentioned; and a little 
mutual recrimination arose in “ the sheep-pen,” the leaner 
and more hungry jurors pointing malicious fingers at their 
Stouter brethren. The entry at this identical moment of 
& distinctly corpulent barrister, who had no small difficulty 

fighting his way to a seat, increased the amusement, 
anda comical shake of the head with which Serjeant 

was greeted by his colleaguo in tho inner bar 
crowned the fun, 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, Aug 22, 1873. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 923 Annuities, April, 85 9% 
Ditto for Account, Sep. 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 92} Ex Bills, 21000, — per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 923 Ditto, £500, Do —par 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. "94 Ditto, £2100 & £200, —par 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 251 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


(ndia Stk.,10$pCt.Apr.'74,205 , Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,5$ per Cent.,May,’79 103% 
Ditto 5perCent.,July, ’801084 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Litto for Account ,— April ,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct, 88 104 Do.Do, 5 per Cent., Aug.'73 103 
Ditto,ditto ,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4per Ct., £1000 
isto En facedPpr.,s per Cent.964| Dittc, ditto,under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 

































































| Railways. |Paid. Closing Prices. 
Stock) Bristol and Exeter .-| 100 117 
Stock) Caledonian 100 
Stock} Giasgow and South-Western ...............000e0, 100 1i9 
Stock) Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..........e0s-e00 100 
Stock) Great Northern 100 135 
Stock} Do., A Stock* 100 151 
Stock! Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 14 
Stock! Great Western—Original..,..........0+-eseeeseese0) 100 1 
Stock! Lancashire and kshi 100 149: 
Stock) London, Brighton, and South Coast ........... 100 739 
Stock; London, Chatham, and Dover..............ess0++ 100 224 
Stock} London and North-Western .., se} 100 150 
Stock! London and Soath Western........... ows ose} 100 1105 
Stock; Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ............ 100 773 
Stock! Metropolitan 100 72 
Stock} Do., Distriet 100 30¢ 
Stock) Midland 100 1384 
Stock) North British 100 68 
Stock) North Eastern 100 1685 
Stock; North London 100 17g 
Stock) North Staffordshire | 160 65 
Stock) South Devon | 100 72 
Stock! South-Eastern «| 100 | 1073 





* A receives no dividend = atil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Monzy MARKT AND City INTELLIG ENCE. 


The directors of the Bank of England at their meeting 
on Thursday lowered the minimum rate of discount to 3: 
per cent. The proportion of reserve to liabilities has in- 
creased to over 53 per cent. There have been few changes 
of importance in British railway shares. On Monday Great 
Western stock rose, owing to ramours of a good dividend, 
and the announcement ou Thursday of the dividend of 
this railway at the rate of 5} per cent. per annnm caused 
a general improvement in the market, but this was not 
sustained. Canadian railway stocks have been flat. In 
the foreign market there has not been much business done, 
but the tone has latterly been firm. There has been an 
improvement in Turkish Bonds, and French scrip continues 
to advance. 





Mr. Hendriks, who has acted as solicitor for the 
Claimant since the commencement of the present trial, 
has retired from the case. 

Mr. Charch had before him at the Rolls Chambers on, 
Wednesday about 140 summonses. It is announced that 
he will in future attend on Wednesday and Friday in each 
week. 

Tur Expense oF Apainisterine Justice.—It will be- 
remembered that the Select Committee on Civil Service 
Expenditure recommended that a commission of inquiry 
should be appointed to investigate the subject. The Scofs- 
man says that the commission is shortly to be appointed 
to inquire into the salaries and expenditure of the courts of 
law, and that the members of it will be Lord Lisgar, 
better remembered as Sir George Young ; Mr, Trevelyan, 
M.P.; Mr. Algernon West, Mr. Law, of the Treasury, and 
Mr. Rowsell, the Superintendent of Contracts at the Ad- 
miralty. 

Oprration oF tHe Licenstne Act.—At the session of the 
Liverpool magistrates on Wednesday a report was read from 
Major Greig, the head constable, stating that since the 
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passing of the new Act the conduct of licensed houses had j 


greatly improved. There was, however, an increase in the 
apprehensions for drunkenness in 1872-3, as compared with 
1871-2, of 770. This he accounted for mainly by the greater 
amount of money earned and the shorter hours enjoyed by 
the unskilled labouring class. Since the Actillicit houses 
had been nearly suppressed, but in certain neighbourhoods 
the cafés were much visited after the closing of the public- 
houses. These cafés were now licensed under the Excise, 
and it would be a great advantage if they were subject to the 
same centrol as public-houses. 

Soornsayinc.—A case has just been carried through all 


the stages of the Prussian criminal jurisdiction purposely to ! 


test the unlawfulness of soothsaying, under the new penal 
code, and the result brought outa striking difference of view 
in the magistracy, The person tried was charged both for 
obtaining money under false pretences and for public mis- 
demeanour, and for the first sentenced by the Court of First 
Instance to six weeks’ imprisonment. The local court of 
appeal, however, decided that fortune-telling to those who 
came voluntarily was not swindling ; so quashed the sen- 
tence, but gave the appellant fourteen days for the 
misdemeanour. The case has now been carried to the 
Supreme Tribunal ona special appeal, but this was rejected, 
and the last sentence confirmed. —Pall Mall Gazette. 

Tue Law’s Detay.—A remarkable example of the “ law’s 
delay” is found in the last volume of the Virginia Re- 
ports, 21 Grattan, where a cause was reported as decided 
in 1871, which was commenced in 1845, twenty-six years 
having elapsed between the beginning and the decision in 
the Court of Appeals. The point decided in the case 
(Seig v. Accord’s Executor) was that where one of two 
joint administrators has an account against his intestate 
which was barred by the Statute of Limitations before the 
death of the intestate the bar of the statute will not be 
removed or the debt revived by the statement or admis- 
sion of his co-administrator that the account is correct—a 
point which is too clear for adjudication, we should think. 
And the cause was “remanded” . .. for further proceed- 
ings to be had... in conformity with the opinion !— 
Pacific Law Reporter. 








EIRTHS, MARR1AGE*, AND DZATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

CorrieLD—On August 18, at 4, Belgrave-place, Owestry, the 
wife of Henry Christian Corfield, solicitor, of a son. 

Hvume—On August 16, at 3, Gloucester-place, Hyde-park, the 
wife of Edward Hume, Esq , barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Lewis—On August 18, at 1, Sheffield-gardens, Kensington, the 
wife of Somers Lewis, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Massey—On August 14, at 41, Tregunter-road, South Kensing- 
ton the wife of Thomas Massey, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn and the 
Inner Temple, of a daughter. 

Morzis—On August 9, at Highfield, Wrexham, the wife of 
Evan Morris, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Szton-CuisHoLm—On August 15, at 18, Gloucester-crescent, 
Hyde-park, the wife of J. F. Seton-Chisholm, Esq., barris- 
ter-at-law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Arxey—Harnzes—On August 14, at Wimbledon, Frederick 
Walter Atkey, of Craven-street, Strand, solicitor, to Ellen 
Louisa, daughter of Freeman Oliver Haynes, of Lincoln’s-inn 
and Wimbledon. 

yp sl Naa ye be rust = St. a as Ken- 
sington, Pope Alexa: cooper, Esq., B.A., of 3, Essex-court, 
Temple, barrister-at-law, to Alice Frener, daughter of James 
Cooper, Esq., of 58, Pembridge Villas, Bayswater Ww. 

Curr—Dvxe—On August 19, at All Saints Church, Chiches- 
ter, Christopher Robert Cuff, Esq., LL.B., of St. Martin’s- 
lane and Hampstead, to Laura, daughter of William Duke, 
Esq, of the Pallant, Chichester. 

Hazuex—James—On August 14, at St. John’s, Brixton, 
Henry A. Harben, of the Inner Temple and Trenton Villa, 
Primrose-hill-road, to Mary Francis, daughter of Charles F. 
James, of Gresham Park, 

Joxzs—Tuouxton—On August 19, at St. Paul's Knights- 
bridge, by the Rev. Arthur Gibson, Vicar of Chedworth, 
Gloucestershire, assisted by the Hon. and Rev. Robert 
Liddell, Vicar, and the Rev. George Danvers, cousin of the 
bride, Thomas William Carmalt Jones, M.A., of the Middle 
Temple, barrister-at-law, eldest son of the late Thomas 
Joes, Esq, Q.C., of the Northern Circuit, to Evelyn 
Danvers, only surviving daughter of William Thomas 
Thornton, Eaq., C.B., of 7, Cadogan place, 





Pottock—Derrett—On August 13, at St. John’s Church, 
Paddington, Frederick Pollock, Esq., barrister-at-law, to 
Georgina Harriet, daughter of the late John Deffell, Esq. 

TREHEARNE—ALDRIDGE—On August 19, at St. Mary’s Put. 
ney, Alfred T. Trehearne, solicitor, so Helen, daughter of 
E. H. Aldridge, of Clifton Villas, Putney. 

Witi14Ms—WexBs—On August 14, at St. Martin’s Church, 


Hereford, Joshua Williams, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., to Mary, 
daughter of the late Thomas Webb, Esq., of Aylestone Hi 


Hereford. 
DEATHS, 


Moore—On August 11, at 112, Gloucester-place, Portman- 
square, Edmund F. Moore, Esq., Q.C., Bencher of the Middle 
Temple and barrister-at-law, in the 72nd year of his age. 

TuvursTans—On August 16, at Rhyl, John Frederick Thur- 
stans, solicitor, of Wolverhampton. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Frrpay, Aug 15, 1873. 

Tatlock, John, and John Brayne Arthur Hostage, Chester, attorneys at 
law = svulicitors, Acting Under-Sheriffs of the county of Chester. 
June 2 

May, Willlam, James Sykes and John Raven, attorneys and solicitors, 
Adelaide place, London Bridge, London, and Bromley and St. Mary 
Cray, Aug 11 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faipay, August 15, 1873. 
UNLIMITED In CaanNceRY. 

Saint George Advance Fund Association, No. 9 —V.C. Bacon has, by 
an order, dated Aug 1, appointed Samuel! Lovelock, 19, Coleman st, 
to be official liquidator. Creditors are required on or before Oct 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or clams tu the above. Tuesday, Nov 4, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

Saint George Advance Fund Association, No. 13.—V.C. Bacon has, by 
an order dated July 31, appointed Lewis Henry Evans, 15, Coleman 
St, to be official liquidator, Creditors are required on or before Oct 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims to the above, Tuesday, Nov 4 at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Saint Peter’s College, Eaton square.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order, 
dated June 19, appointed William Edwards, 18, King st, Cheapside, to 
be official liquidator, 

LIMITED In CHANCERY, 

Licensed Victuallers’ Co-operative Supply Association, Limited,—By 
an order made by the Lord Chancellor for the Master of the Rolls, 
dated Aug 4, it was ordered tiut the above company be wound up. 
Linklater and Co., Walbrook, solicitors fur the petitioner. 

London and Australian Agency Corporation, Limited —Petition for 
winding up, presented Aug 13, directed to be heard before the Master 
of the Rolls, on the first petition day in Michaelmas Term. Mercer 
and Mercer, Copthall ct, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Stranton Iron and Steel Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
Lord Chancellor sitting for the Master of the Rolls, dated Aug 6, it 
was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above company be 
continued. Heritage, Nicholas lane, solicitors for the liquidators, 

Tramway Wheel Plant and General Foundry Company Limited.—V.C. 
Bacon has, by an order dated Aug 5, sppO inted Francis Joseph Thog 
mas Moore 98, Cannon st, and George Chandler, 15, Coleman st, ty 
be joint official liquidators. Creditors are required, on or before Oc 
20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts and claims to the above. ‘Monday. Nov 10, at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the said debts and claims. 

Tyne Oi! and Cake Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C_ 
Malins, dated Aug 5, it was ordered thatthe voluntary winding up of 
the above company should be continued, Thomasand Hollams, Mig. 
cing lane, solicitors fur the petitioner, 

Whessoe Iron Company, Limited.—Creditors are required on or before 
Oct |, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Thomas Brunton, Darlington, the official liquidator 
Wednesday, Nov 5, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

STAMNARIES OF DEVON, 

Wheal Courtnay Mining Company.—By an order made by tha Vice- 
Warden, it was ordered that the above company should be wound up. 
Chilcott, Truro, agent for Chilcott, Tavistock, solicitor for the peti- 


r. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fatway, Aug 15, 1873, 
Ashworth, George, Heywood, Lancashire, “Cotton Spinner. Sept 30. 
Aswortn v Ashworth, V,C. Bacon, Wateon, Bury 
Beale, Miles, Blackheath, Kent, Public Secretary. Oct!. Foxe Beal, 
V.C, Malins, Devonshire, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 
Bird, Edward Stephen, Canterbury, Kent, Gent. Oct 1. Wildish » 
Welby, V.C. Wickens. Callaway, Canterbury 
Fidler, Sophia Edwards, Tottenham, Middlesex, Widow. Sept 18, Smith 
] % . Bacon. bs, Bucklersbury 
Hewison, Lawrence, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Corn Merchant. Oct I. 
Ackenhead » Kennier, V.C. Wickens. Dees, Newcastie-ugon-Tyue 
Homer, Frederick, Tuilerie st, Hackney road, Licensed Victualler. Sept 
1. comer v» Homer, V.C, Bacon, whing, Basinghall st 
Lawson, Jobn, Terrington Saint Clement, No 
Girdlestone ¢ Cole. V.C. Wickens. Ward, King’s Lynn 
Phelips, Arthur Robert, Witham, Essex, Eaq, Sept 1, Stevensy Phelips, 
V.C. Malins, Beaumont, Coleman st 
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Pring, John. City rd, Oct 10. Matthews v Pring, V.C, Wickens. Barker, 
St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 

TV, Joseph, sen, Oxford, Suffolk, Grocer. Oct 1. Church » Mille, V.C. 
‘Wickens. Southwell, Saxmundham 

West John George, Fleet st, Optician. ons 18 West » Downman, V.C. 
Bacon. Edmunds, St Bride’s avenue, Fleet st 

Wilkson, Mary, Middle Handley, Derby, Spinster. Oct 1. Taylor o 
Crookes, V.C. Wickens, Bunting, Chesterfield 


NEXT OF KIN. 

Blundstone, William, St Peter’s, Derby. Feb 14. 
V.C. Wickens 

Cordwell, Sarah, Bridge rd West, Battersea, Spinster. Nov 2. White 
v Cordwell, V.C. Bacon 

B , Thomas, Bedford Hotel, Covent garden, Master Mariner. Feb. 

is v Hybart, V.C. Wickens 

McViccar, Poncan, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Oct 29. Haywood v 

Megraw, V.C. Wickens 


Togspay, Aug 19, 1873. 


Norton, George, Esher, Surrey, Eeq. Oct 10. Lawrence v Norton 
V.C. Wickens. Horne and Hunter, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Taylor, Mary, Exmouth, Devon, Spinster. Oct 1, Campion v Geare, 
V.C. Malins. Tozer, Exeter 

Trenchard, Frederick A'fred, Taunton, Somerset, Gent. Oct J0. 
Woodbury v Trenchard, M.R. Kite, Taunton 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 


Fripar, Aug. 15, 1873, 
Ager, Mary Ann, Haling rd, Croydon. Sept 13. Rowland, Croydon 
Ashfield, John, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Farmer. t 13, 
Hont, Stratford-upon- Avon 
Barratt, Francis, St Austell, Cornwall, Esq. Sept 29. Stokes, Bodmin 
Bennett, Anne, Leamington, Warwick. Oct 13. Liddle, Newport 
aw, Jane, West Cholderton, Wilts. Sept 22. Pain and Co, Win- 
ster 
— aie, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Engineer. Oct 1. Johnson, 
nelly 
— Charles Watkins, Clevedon, Somerset, Esq. Sept 30. Taddy, 


Bryan, Joho, Devonport, Devon, Gunner. Sept 29. Gard, Devonport 

Bryan, Lawrence, ro, Cornwall. Sept 29. Gard, Devonport 

Clayton, James, Wilberforce rd, Seven Sisters rd, Hornsey. Sept 29, 
Boulton and Sons, Northampton sq, Clerkenwell 

— Cole, Highfield, Devon, Esq. Oct 16. Paul and James 

eter 

Colwell, John, Southsea, Hants, Paymaster-in-Chief R.N. Oct 13. 
Dommett, Gutter lane, Cheapside 

Compton, Charles, Lower James st, Goiden sq, Chemist. Sept 29. 
Reep and Co, Bush lane, Cannon st 

Cooper, John, St Jamea’s st, Silversmith. Sept 23, Martineau and 
Reid, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Couchman, Ann, Cranbrook, Kent. Novi, Wilson and Co, Cranbrook 

Cressey, Francis, Romsey, Southampton, Brewer. Nov 1. Stead 
& Co, Romsey 

Dawes, Samuel Josiah, Northfleet, Kent, Gent. Sept1l. Arnold, Milton- 

De bers Hebe WwW D Midd) E: Se 5. B 

urgh, Hubert, West Drayton, Middlesex, Esq. pt 25. Batty 

and Whitehouse, Charles at, St. James's sq 

Dickinson, Catharine, Bristol. Oct 11. Prideaux and Clark, Bristol 

Dyett, Charles Nathaniel, Liverpool, Master Mariner. Oct 31. Gar- 
nett and Tarbet, Liverpool 

Edwards, George William, Milton rd South, Hornsey, Billiard Table 
Manufacturer, Oct 15. Pritchard and Englefield, Little Trinity lane 

ee, Huddersfield, York, Clothier. Septi7. Haigh, Hud- 


Morris v Bagley, 


Harwood, Hamilton Edward, Great George st, Westminster, Civil 
neer. Sept 15, Phelps and Co, Red lion sq 
Healing, Thomas, Rhyl, Flint, Auctioneer. Sept 25. Williams, Rhyl 
a, Anne, Pendeen, Cornwall. Oct 1. Borlase and Milton, 
nzance 


Ibotson, Percy Grove, Poyle, Middlesex, Paper Manufacturer. Sept 12. 
Hillearys and Tunstall, Fenchurch buildings 
John, Wrington, Somerset. Esq. Nov 3, James and Simmons, 
ington 
ef Henry, Grange-over-Sands, Lancashire, Gent. Oct 1. Elgood, 
incoln’s.inn-fields 
bs Robert, Golborne Bridge, Cheshire, Farmer. Oct 1. Hughes, 


rexham 

ar Maria, Headcorn, Kent. Dec 31. Hughes and King, Maid- 
ne 

gy William, Tiverton, Cheshire, Publican, Oct1l. Cartwright, 


Pegler, Leonard Hayward, Leeds, Gent. Sept 1. Greene, Leeds 
» Celia, Brussels, Belgium, Sept 8. Boulton and Sens, North- 
ampton sq, Clerkenwell 
Ceadontt, John, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. March 25. Hill, Queen sf, 
le 


Copiee, arte, Cheltenham, Gloucester. Sept 15, Fisherand Fisher, 
a! 
Thurlow, Rev Charles Augustus, Malpas, Cheshire, Rector. Nov 1. 


Bowker and Co, Bedford row 
Woolmington, Isaac, Sherborne, Dorset, Maltster, Oct 20, Melmoth 
and Bartlett, Sherborne 


ir 
Constantin Count, Paris, Sept 29. Maddox and Green 
Waterloo place, Pall Mall” ’ ; 
Bankrupts, 


Faiwar, Aug 15, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Asylum rd, Old Kent rd, Gent, Pet Aug 11. 


Ames, T Spring: 
Rice, Aug 27 at 11 —_ 





To Surrender in the Country. 

Eckersley, John, Newton Heath, Lancashire, Silk Manufacturer. 
Aug 13. Kay. Manchester, sept 4 at 9.30 

Hodge, Alfred, Kingston-upon-Hull, Seed Crusher. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Sept 10 at 11 

Lord, William, Manchester, Milliner. Pet Aug12. Kay. 
Sept 4 at 9.30 

Swann, Christopher, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, Licensed Victualler- 
Pet Aug 3. Ingram. Leicester, Sept3 at i 


Pet 
Pet Aug ll. 


Manchester, 


Tugspay, Aug 19, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo’s of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. . 
Ball, William, Thurlow place, Lower Norwood, Builder. Pet Aug 16. 
Spring-Rice. Sept 10 atlt 
Clarke, + aes Augustus, Dublin. Pet Aug 15. Spring-Rice. Aug 
29 at 12 

Gribble, Frederick John, Coleman st, Woolwich, Builder. Pet Aug 
15. Spring-Rice. Aug 29 at 11.30 

Packman, Charlies John, Metropolitan Meat Market, Meat Com- 
mission Salesman, Pet Aug 18. Spring-Rice. Sept 3 at 11 

Pounsberry, James, Looking Glass Muker, Holywell lane, Shoreditch. 
Pet Aug i5. Spring-Rice. Aug 29 at 1l 

Wymark, Walter, Leadenhall st, Commission agent. Pet Aug 16, 
Spring-Rice. Sept 4 at ll 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Collard, Frederick, Walton-on-Thames, Surrey, Mauager to a Brewer. 
Pet Aug 13, Bell. Kingston, Sept 18 at 4,30 
Davies, John Henry, D ter, York, M er of Tin Japan 
Goods. Pet Aug?7. Wake. Sheffield, Aug 29 at 10.30 
Gregory, Edwin, Street, Somertsetshire, Grocer. Pet Aug 15. Foster. 
Wells, Sept 1 at 3 
Roberts, Robert Maurice, Denbigh, Painter. Pet Aug 14, 
Bangor, Aug 30 at 11 
Townsend, Sarah, Shrewsbury, Salop, Innkeeper, Pet Augl2. Peele. 
Shrewsbury, Aug 30 at lI 





Jones. 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, Aug. 15, 1873. 
Adam, Christo Emmanuel, Liverpooi, Commission Merchant. Aug 28 
at 2 at offices of Gill, Cook st, Liverpool : 
Adcock, Joseph, Wolverhampton, Ostler. Aug 26 at 11 at offices of 
Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Alcock, George, High Southwark, near Sunderland, Durham, Grocer, 
Aug 27 at 11 at offices of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
Andrew, James, Liverpool, Butcher, Aug .27 at 2 at offices of Jones, 
Harrington st, Liverpool 
Atkins, William, Birmingham, Paper Box Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 
11 at offices of Davies, Kennett’s hiil, Birmingham 
Audsley, Frederick James, Bradford, York, Sewing Machine Dealer. 
Aug 26 at 10 at offices of Rawson and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Barkham, Edmund, Wereham, Norfsik, Corn Merchant. Aug 23 at 
the Court house, Lindon rd, King’s Lynn, (in liea of the place 
originally named) 
ey EY Coates, Fulham rd, Chelsea, Grocer. Sept 9at3 at 
& rn Exchange Tavern, Mark lane, Sorrell and Son, Great 
‘ower st 
Batson, Richard, liverpool, Boot Dealer. Aud 28 at 2 at offices of 
Hindle, Harriagton s:, Liverpool 
Beaver, Louis, Manchester, Watchmaker, Aug 27 at 3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral gates, Hanging ditch, Manchester. Heath and 
Sons, Manchester 
Bex, William, Northampton, Builder. Aug 29 at 3.30 at olfices of 
Becke, Market square, Nurthampton. Browne, Nor. hampton 
Blackshaw, Alfred, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Letter Press Printer. 
Aug 27 at 3 at offices of Halland Rutter, Acresfield, Bolton 
Bridges, Joha Hart, Fitzroy st, Fitzroy square, Mercantile Clerk. 
Sept | at 3 at offices of Holmes, aoe 
B en, Catherine, Scarborough, York, Dealer. Aug 29 at3 at 
offices of Richardson, Queen st, Scarborough 
Brownson, William, Winton, Lancashire, Commission Agent. Sept 1 
at 11 at offices of Thomas and Wharton, St Ana's st, Maachester 
Bruton, Joseph, Coburg st, Clerkenwell, Publican. Aug 26 at 3 at 
offices of Stollard, Chancery lane 
Bullen, Joha, Moray rd East, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holloway, Railway 
Clerk. Aug 23 at 10 at otfices of Dobson, Southampten buildi 
Busby, Job, Birmingham, Boot Maker, Aug 29 at 12 at offices of 
vod, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Butler, William, jun, Nottingham, Greengrocer, Aug 27 at 12 at office 
of Belk, Middie — Nottingham 
Carter, Charles William, Spalding terrace, Junction ri, Holloway, 
— Goods Dealer. Sept 2 at 2 at odices of Vosedge, Clifford's inn 
eet st 
Clark, Richard Bailey, Bath, out of business. Aug $0 at 1) at offices of 
Witton, Westgate buildings, Bath 
Clatworthy, William, Wivelisoombe, Somerset, Boot Manufacturer, 
Aug 28 at | at offices of Hancock and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol, 
Benson, Bristol 
Cohen, Lewis, Cow Cross st, Smithfield, Lathe Maker. Sept 8 at 12 at 
offices of Levirton, Bishopagate st Withia 
Crane, Thomas Greerhow, and James Roy, Li 
Aug 28 at 2 at offices of Harmood and Uo, Ni 
Martin, Li 


. General Brokers, 
John st, Liverpool. 
vi 
Fox, Charice James, St Swithin’s lane, Merchant. Aug 27 at 12 at 
c+) 


of Kemp and Oo, Walbrook. Kimber and Bilis 
Fre t, Horrmann, and Adolph Freystadt, Jewin cresceat, General 
‘arehouseman, Sept 2 at 3 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st, 


Hol ame 4 

Gent, William Sleath, Ealing, Middlesex, Coal Merchant. Sept 2 at 2 at 
offices aban dag y ae ey sega t 

Harbot, Benjamin, er, Furniture » Aug 26 atS at offices 
of Haxby, Belvoir st, Leicester 











are and Sn 
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Harper, Arthur, Welshpool, Montgomery, Cabinet Maker. Aug 28 at 
1i at offices of Howell and Oo, Severn st, Wellshpool 

Harpur, Joseph, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 26 at 1] at 
offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Hindley, John Howard, Knottingley, York, Rope Mauufacturer. Aug 
28 at 2 at offices of Boulton, Pontefract 

Howe, Alfred, Notthemton, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 5 at offices 
of Becke, Market square, Northampton 

Hows, Joha, Orange st, Bloomsbury, Pork Butcher. Aug 28 at 3 at 
offices of Lane, Red Lion court, Cannon st 

Jefferys, William, Hertford, Painter, Aug 28 at 3 at office of Bath and 
Co, King William st 

Jessop, Josiah Benjamin, Dudley Port, Stafford, Chemist. Aug 29 at 
12 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Kerr, George, and George Merrall, Manchester, Merchants, Sept 3 at 
3 at offices of Rylance, Essex st, Manchester 

Layton, W lliam, Landport. Portsmouth, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 28 
at 11 at offices of Wainscot, Union st, Portsea. Feitham, Portsea 

Levin, Alexander, Birmingham, Jeweller. Aug 26 at 3at the Gold- 
smiths’ and Jewellers’ Arms, Upper Hockley st, Birmingham. Hodg- 
son, Birmingham 

Maynard, George, Reading, Berks, Grocer. Aug 26 at 2 at offices of 
Smith, Waylen st, Reading 

Moore, James John, Cartain rd, Upholsterer. Aug 29 at 10 at office of 
Brighten, Bishopsgate st, Without 

Morton, Edmund, Huddersfield, York, Yarn Spinner. Aug 27 at 3at 
offices of Learoyd and Learoyd. Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Mustchin, George, Walsalt, Stafford, Builder. Aug 29 at 3 at the 
Dragon Hotel, High st, Walsall. Harrison, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 

Newman, John, Hereford, Tobacconist, Aug 26}at 11 at 37, High 
Town, Hereford. Corner 

Niay, Gustave Francois Antoine, Birminghsm, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer. Aug 28 at 3 at offices of Fowke, Ann st, Birmingham 

Ovendale, Henry, Sheffield, Woollen Draper. Aug 29 at 4 at offices of 
Clegg and Son, Bank st, Sheffield 

Palmer, Thomas, Kentish Town ra, Cheesemonger. Sept 1 at 3 at office 
of Yoe and Warner, Hart st, Bloomsbury t 

Farker, Henry George, Bristo!, Coal Runner. Aug 23 at 3at the White- 
house Tavern, Whitehouse st, Bedminster 

Poulson, John, Gloucester st, Hackney rd, Bu'lder. Aug 23 at 1 at 
offices of Cattlin, Basinghall st 





Ray, Charles, Southend, Essex, Poulterer. Aug 29 at 11 at offices of } 


Preston, Mark lane 

Richardson, John, Devonport, Devon, Provision Merchant. Sept 2 at 
11 at offices of Vaugham, St Aubyn st, Devonport. 

Roberts, Joseph, Manchester, Fancy Box Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 3 
at offices of Rowley and Co, Clarence buildings, Booth st, Manchester 

Robinson, John, Horbury, York, Worsted Spinner. Aug 26 at 3 at office 
of Fernandes and Gill, Cross square, Wakefield 


Seymour, John, St Alban’s, Hertford, Carpenter. Aug 26 at 3 at the - 


George Hotel, St Alban’s. Annesley, St Alban’s 

Shaw, William, Hardingstone, Farmer, Aug 29 at 12 at office of Mark- 
ham, Guildha!! rd, Northampton 

Simpson, A'bert Leppard, St Alban's, Hertford, Accountant. Aug 30at 
11, at offices of Simpson, St Peter's street, St Alban’s 

Sims, James. and Charles Holmes, Great Portland st, Ironmongers. 
Aug 27 at 2 at offices of Wright, Great Portland st 

Smith, Crescens, Acock’s green, Worcester, Builder. Aug 26 at 10 at 
offices of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Smith, William, Birkenenhead, Cheshire, Builder. Aug 29 at 11 at 
ofSces of Theobaids and Co, South Castie st, Liverpool. Downham, 
Birkenhead 

Stevenson, Charles, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. Sept 4 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Stuckey, Brighton 

Todd, Will'am Stewart, Minories, Ship Chandler. Sept 4 at 3 at offices 
fneme and Co, George st, Mansion House. rerrin, King st, Cheap- 
side 

Tomkins, Charles, West Bromwich, Stafford, Coal Merchant. Aug 29 
at 3 at offices of Travis, Cnurch lane, Tipton 

Vasey, Samael, Wapping High st, Provision Dealer. Sept 1 at! at 
offices of Wood, Sanbrook court, Basingha!l st. Harris, Moorgate st 

Walmsley, Seth, Barrow-in-Furness, Larcashire, Provision Dealer. Aug 
25 at 2 at offices of Jackson, Lawson st, Barrow-in-Furness 

Watson, William George, and William Parkin, Brotton, York, Implement 
Makers. Ang 30 at 10.30 at offices of Fawcett and Co, Finkle st, 
Stockton-on-Tees 

White, Trayton, Oxford st, Cheesemonger. Aug 26 at 4 at offices of 
Froggatt, Argyle st, Regent st 

Wiggins, Thomas, Hounslow, Middlesex, Licensed Victualler. Aug 28 
at 12 at offices of Haynes, Grecian chambers, Devereux court, Temple 

Willicombe, George, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Builder. Aug 28 at 3 at 
offices of Mason, Gresham st 

Wood, Esculapius, Bradford, York, Grocer. Aug 29 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson, I'yrrel st, Bradford 

Wright, Jonn, jun, Naval row, Blackwall, Plumber. Sept 4 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern. Nind, St Benet place 

Wright, William, Blackpool, Lancashire, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Aug 
27 at 3 at offices of Forshaw, Cannon st, Preston 


Tvespay, Ang. 19, 1873, 
Bal's, John, lronmonger row, Cabinet Maker. Sept 8 at 3 at offices of 
Holloway, Batl’s Pond rd, Islington. Hicks, Anne’s rd, South Hackney 
Barrow, John, Manchester, Eating house Keeper. Sept 10 at 2 at office 
Kideal and Siaw, brazenoose st, Albert square, Marchester 
Beauvoisin, Henry, Shefficld, Morchant’s Clerk, Aug 30 at 11 at offices 
of Webster, Hartshead, Sheffield 
Beli, John, pref Cheshire, Tailor. Sept 15 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 
st, Liverpoo 
Benayad, Mohamed, sen, Scarborough, Fancy Dealer. t 1 at 3 at 
nak, mann A iene, arts ain Glamor a 
, Step Abraham, c an . Au 
20 at 1 at offices of Simons and Plows, Churcs st, Slotchyr Tydat 
Basse, Heory Christian Emil, Tachbrook, st, Commission Agent. Aug 
29 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee house 
Edwards, Williata, Shrewsbury, Chemist, Aug 90 at 11 at offices of 
Broughali and Son, St John’s bill, Shrewsbury 








Ellis, Samuel, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 4 at offices of 
Culley, Guildhall chambers, Norwich 

Elwick, Thomas Newton, Scarborough, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 
lat 3 at offices of Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Faill, William, Gateshead, Durham, Innkeeper. Sept 4 at I at offices of 
Robson, Townhall, Gateshead 

Fletcher, Wright, Salford, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. Sept 4 at 3 at 
offices of Burton, King st, Manchester | 

Freeman, Myers, and George Mann, Bishopsgate st Without, Tailors, 
Aug 27 at 3 at 33, Gutter lane. Keighley aud Gething, Ironmonger 


lane 

Gentel, Lister Thomas, Lincoln, Merchant. Aug 29 at 3 at offices of 
Dale, St Benedict’s square, Lincola 

Gentel, Thomas, Lincoln, Merchant. Aug 29 at 3.30, at offices of Dale, 
Benedict’s square, Lincoln } 

Gibson, John Firmage, Long Beckby, Northampton, Tailor, Aug 28 at 
3 at ottices of Shoosmith, Newland, Northampton 

Gorham, Edward, Erith, Kent, Market Gardener, Sept 12 at 11 at - 
offices of Gibson, Hight st, Sittingbourne 

Greenwood, Tnomas, Sheffield, Hide Broker. Aug 29 at 2 at offices of 
Roberts, Queen st, Shetfield 

Griftin, Edward, Birmingham, Glass Dealer. Ang 29 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, Townhall chambers, New st, Birmingham 

Hambrook, Nethersole, Dartford, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Septs 
at 3 at offices of Stocken and Jupp, Leadenheil st 

Hamlyn, Henry John, St George, Gloncester, Painter. Aug 29 at ll at 
offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad #t, Bristol 

Harding, John, Woodeaves, issington, Derby, Cotton Spianer. Sept 3 
at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Market st, Manchester. Wise, Ashborne 

Heathcote, George Arthur, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. Sept l at 3 at 
offices of Ferns, Bank st, Leeds 

Heywood, Dutton, Cheshire, Wheelwright. Sept 3 at 3 at offices of 
Lineker, High st, Runeorn 

Hill, John, Ashton-in-Mackerfield, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Aug 
30 at 10 at offices of Ashton, King st, Wigan 

Hipkiss, Joseph, jun, Birmingham, Stamper. Sept 1 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, Townhail chambers, New st, Birmingham 

Holdsworth, Jesse, Burnley, Lancashire, Hawker. Sept | at 3 at offices 
of Read Hargreave st, Burnley 

Hordea, Thomas Rear, Norwich, Chemist. Aug 30 at 12 at offices of 
Collins, Willow lane, Norwich 

Houghton, Christopher, Preston, Lancashire, Painter. Sept 1 at 2.30 at . 
offices of Edelston, Wickley st, Preston 

Hyde, Thomas, Walworth rd, ‘Luvaccvaist. S2pt 2 at 2 at office of Stop- 
her, Coleman st 

Tsaac, Thomas Hewson, Kingston-upon-Huil, Builder. Aug 23 at 12 
at offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Hull 

Joubert, Henri Charles Kene, and Jaies Joabert, Percy st, Bedford sq, » 
Sept 1 at 2 at offices of Barker, St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 

Langley, John Samuel, Tranmere, Cheshire, Wheeiwright. Sept 1 at 
11 at offices of Downham, Markat place, Birkenhead 

Law, Wiliiam, Breachley, Kent, Labourer, Aug 27 at 10 at the Angel , 
Hotel, Tunbridge. Palmer, Tunbridge 

Lawder, James, and John McCleiah, Farm st, Berkeley sq, Job and 
Postmasters. Sept 4 at 3 at office of Smich, Great St. Helen’s st 

Little, William, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1 at 2 
at office of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Lockyer, George John, Towyn, near Conway, Caraarvon, out of busi- 
ness. Sept 10 at 11 at offices of Jones, Castle st, Conway 

Luddington, Samuel, Bedford, Bootmaker. Aug 30 at 12 at offices of 
Whyley and Piper, Dame Alice st, Bedford 

Mann, George, Manchester, Labourer. Sept 5 at 3 at offices of Homer 
and Son, Ridgefield, Manchescer, Law, Manchester 

Mitchell, James, Beech st, Barbican, Packing Case Maker. Aug 27 at 
12 at the Southwark Exchange, Southwark st, Boroagh 

Moralee, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Cabinet Maker. Aug 28 
at 3 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Morriss, Henry, Wakefield, Pork, Innkeeper. Aug 30 at 11 at office 
of Fernandes and Gill, Cross square, Wakefield 

Mudd, Edward, Sittingbourne, Kent, Civil Engineer. Sept 11 at 11 at 
offices of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 

Mundy, Nehemiah, Winchester, Pork Batcher’s Assistant. Aug 30 at 
10 at offices of Godwin, St Thomas st, Winchester 

Nelder, Charles Henry, Cow Cross st, Coach Builder. Aug 27at10 at 
offices of Liad, New inn, Strand 

Patten, Richard Frederick, Portland, Dorset, Baker. Sept 2 at 10 at 
the Auction Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard 

Pawsey, Reuben, Cable st, Shadwell, Chandier’s shop Keeper. Aug 29 
at 3 at offices of Marshall, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Pooler, Henry, Ketley. near Wellington, Salop, Agent, Aug 29 at 11 
at office of Marcy, Walker st, Wellington 

Prince, John James, King st, Hammersmith, Cheosemonger. Sept 3 
at 2 at offices of Stopher, Coleman st 5 

Pritehard, Robert Harrison, Upton, Essex, Superannvated Surveyor of 
Customs, Sept 11 at 3 at offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st, With 


out 

Sale, Joseph, Southport, Lancashire, peer. Sept 3 at 3 at the 
Hoghton Arms Hotel, Hoghton st, Southport. Ashton, Wigan 

Shardlow, Juhn, Sueinton, Nottingham, Tailor. Aug 29 at 12 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Shea, Jeremiah Dunlay, Linda st, York rd, Wandsworth, ont of busi- 
ness. Aug 28 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Lincola’sinn flelde 

Skinner, William, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Builder. Sept | at 3 at office 
of Burton, Sedford terrace, Tunbridge Wells 

Smith, Joseph, Birmingham, Tinplate Worker. Aug 29 at 3 at offices 
of Stubbs, Waterloo ot, Birmingham 

Stewart, Alexander Vallance, West Bromwich, Stafford, Draper. Sept 
2 at J1at17, Paradise st, Birmingham. Barber and Ratcliff . 

Stocks, John, Leeds, Paper Manufacturer, Sept 1 at 2 at offizes of 
Simpson and Barrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Tinker, Frederick, Rawmarsh, York, Clothier, Sept 1 at 4 at offices of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Shefficid 

Ware, George Arthur, Exeter, Dealer ia Fancy Goods, Sept 2 at 11 at 
the Craven Hotel, Craven st, London. pene 

Whiteley, Charles Fletcher, Kingston-upon-Hall, Whitesmith. Sept! 
at 12 at offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Hall 

Wilson, Henry, and John Wilson, Heckmondwike, York, Builders. Aug 
29 at 3 at offices of Sykes, Hackmondwike 








